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PROCEEDI NGS

MR. NORM DYER:. Good evening. [|I'm
Norm Dyer, and I wish to welcone you all here
toni ght, as a nmenber of the Oregon Hanford Waste
Board, | am And this is a very inportant issue to

all Oregonians and all people. And thank you for

com ng.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Good eveni ng, and thanks for
taking tinme fromyour evening to be here. 1'mJim
Parham and |I'1l be your facilitator tonight.

Wel conme to this neeting on the U S
Department of Energy's Programmati c Environnent al
| npact Statement for Acconplishing Expanded G vilian
Nucl ear Energy Research and Devel opnent and | sotope
Production Mssions in the U S., including the Role
of the Fast Flux Test Facility. And this is
programmati c environnental inpact statenment is al so
known and referred to as the Nuclear Infrastructure
PEIS, and we'll probably —at least | will refer to
it as that for the evening, to nake the evening a
little shorter.

As | said, I'mJimParham |['Il be
your facilitator tonight. |'mnot an enpl oyee or

representative of the Departnent of Energy. |[|'ve
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been asked to facilitate this neeting in an open and
inmpartial manner. dad to be here.

Just so you'll know who | am |
actually ama professor at Indiana University, and
actual ly have been out here working for a nunber of
years in the National Park Service, and done a | ot
of neetings out here. And we'll talk alittle bit
about that in the format in a little bit. M job is
two-fold. |I'mhere to ensure that you | eave here
today feeling satisfied that DOE has provided an
overvi ew of the proposed action, analyzed in this —
to be analyzed in this PEI'S, answered your questions
to the extent practicable during our question and
answer session, and provided you an opportunity to
gi ve your conments on the scope of this PEIS.

| would ask that you hel p ne nmake
sure that everyone has a chance to comment, to be
heard toni ght —as you can tell, we have a ful
room —and this neans extending the courtesies to
each speaker and comrenter that you want when you're
up there, too. And it's very inportant to keep this
nmovi ng al ong this evening, because we have so many
peopl e who want to talk.

This is one in a series of seven

scoping neetings to be held on the PEIS. Meetings
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8
have al ready been held down in OGak R dge, Tennessee,
| daho Falls, last night in Seattle, where we had a
good turnout too, of course tonight, and then Hood
Ri ver and Ri chland, and then finally, Washington,
D. C

The comrent period for this began on
Sept enber 15th, 1999, and is through Cctober 31st,
1999. Let ne repeat that: the closing date for the
comment period is October 31st, 1999. Comrents
received after that date will be considered to the
extent practicable.

These hearings are just one way that
you can provide information to the Departnent of
Energy on the proposed action and —to be addressed
in the PEIS. You can send your witten conmments the
old snail-mil way, you can do e-mail, you can do
faxes, voice mail. There's a |ot of ways, and
there's a fact sheet in your packet about that.

When you regi stered toni ght, you
shoul d have received a packet of materials that
included a comment form You can return that form
to the staff at the registration table or to one of
us. And we really appreciate that. There's also a
neeti ng evaluation form and we'd love to | earn how

to do these better and better every tinme, so you can
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get that formturned back in also at the front desk
t hat woul d be hel pful

There's al so tonight's presentation
in that package, and fact sheets related to the
project. There's also material in the back of the
roomfromDOE. If you didn't get that information
pl ease step outside —you can get that. | think
there's stuff on the back table, too. O her
materials available to you —at the desk back there
were the expert panel report, "Forecasting Future

Demand for Medical |sotopes," the Federal Register

Notice of Intent, and several NASA brochures.

Now I'"Il turn to the format of
tonight's neeting, and I'Il go through a little
housekeepi ng, too. W were approached earlier in
t he evening, an hour and a half or so ago, by a
group who said that they were m ssing sone of the
materials fromout in front. |If you had put up a
sign that had this yell ow piece of paper —
sonebody' s sign was taken down. It had some | ogos
onit. Specifically, the logo said, "Chanps and
NVWRPCA, " and they would | ove to have their |ogos
back. And | think it was on the R-level next to the
restaurant, third floor. So if you had that, that

woul d be wonderful, or if you know where those may
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have gone to, we'll return those to our coll eagues
next door in their neeting.

Again 1'd like to turn to the fornmat
for tonight's meeting. M. Colette Brown fromthe
Department of Energy's O fice of Nuclear Energy is
here tonight to present an overview of the NEPA
process and give a brief presentation on the
programmati c environnental inpact statenent, and
that's why —Charlotte here and Sydel over there,
they're to do sonme slides.

After that brief presentation, we'll
go into a brief question and answer peri od,

clarifying questions on that slide presentation.

Then we will nove into a period of
time when we will take comments, and we'll have two
m crophones, as you can tell, in the aisle to do

that. One of the questions that has cone up, is how
we wll do that. And there is not a sign-in sheet.
We, for the last three neetings, and have done so in
t he past neetings, have a —I| select randomy from

t he audi ence by a show of hands. And that seens to
work very well, because you don't know ne and |

don't know you, and | just pick people, and then we
come up to the mcrophones. 1'd really like for

you, if you could —is that we recognize you to
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come up to the mke. And please don't queue up at
the m ke, stand up there, because that's a | ot of
standing for you, and plus, we may take a break, and
t hen you' ve been standing there five or ten mnutes
or whatever, and you wouldn't —it would be hard to
get a break in. And we'll probably need it, with
this —this turnout.

|'d also like to introduce, who wll
be com ng up during the question and answer session,
Shane Johnson, Special Assistant to the Director of
the O fice of Nuclear Energy, Science and
Technol ogy, and is responsible for a lot of this
activity. And Shane will be joining Colette up here
for the QRA session, as well as listening to
comment s.

There's other DOE and Richland office
and DOE headquarters people here, who will be
avai l abl e to answer questions on —or pertinent

guestions when they arise. But | won't go though

t hose.

As | said, after a brief
presentation, | will facilitate the question and
answer session, and we'll try to get as many

guestions answered as possible, although there's no

set time. Upon being recognized for your question
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or for your conments, if you get a chance to give
your name and where you're from it would be great
to come up and do that —give ne a feel of getting
a nanme for the court reporter who's up here. And by
the way, the court reporter will be taking down al
t he question and answer session as well as the
comment section. He may ask for a clarification on
a nane, and we won't be rude and do that and
interrupt you, but we'll make sure we get the nane
at sone point.

One of the things that's really
inmportant as far as the format tonight, as in the
NO listed, that individuals will given —be given
five mnutes to cormment, and representatives of
organi zations, ten mnutes. And | have someone up
here doing a great job for tinekeeping for nme, and
"1l let you know, as |east disruptive as | can, you
have a minute or thirty seconds to go. And then
pl ease finish up at that tine, because we'll have a
nunber of people who want to do that.

Al so, at the first onset we'l]l
recogni ze any elected officials that are in the
audi ence to provide their coments first, and |
don't —I already know there's a few out there,

soneone's told nme, but I'lIl take that as it conmes
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up. And again, we need to |limt our coments,
i ndividuals to five mnutes, and organi zations to
ten.

| just want to run quickly back
t hrough that comrent section. Wen we have it
recorded by the court reporter and when we're taking
t hose conmments, one thing that would be very, very
hel pful, if you have a witten copy of your
comments, we'd love to get that. And if you would
bring up here or walk up with it, I'lIl mnmeet you half
way, or Charlotte will be out there to get it. And
we'd love to get that copy. W'Il turn that into
the court reporter, just to validate what he's
captured on the tape.

One of the questions that, as | said
has come up, was about the format we' ve been using.
It's been used in previous neetings, and it's been
— I think worked fairly successful. | think |ast
night we went a few m nutes past the published
closing tinme of 9:00 o' clock. | think we got out of
t here about mdnight. Just a few mnutes past. And
it's —blame me if it goes long, | guess. But we
have a | ot of people who want to comment.

So again, | amlooking forward to

working with you this evening. It's very inportant
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that we give —extend the courtesy to the people

who are here, who are going to coment. There's a

| ot of people out here who want to comment, and we
really need to hear everyone. W will stay until we
see no nore hands out here this evening, or they
kick us out of the hotel, one of the two. | don't
think we're —a twenty-four-hour hotel, right,

Charl otte?

And if you feel unconfortable com ng
up to speak, just let us know, or if a disability
doesn't allow you to cone to the m crophone, we'll
bring a m crophone to you. And Charlotte —raise
your hand, | ook around —there you go. There's the
one that will do that for you

Agai n, thanks for your attention
during this information. And I'd |ike to now ask
Colette Brown to conme up and start with our
presentation. Colette. And please hold your
guestions till after their presentation. And it's
not that long, so we'll get through it pretty quick.

(The presentation by Ms. Col ette Brown was given)

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thanks, Colette.

| f you have —help ne out here. |If
you have sone chairs that are next to you that are

open, could you just sort of raise your hand for
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that? Because we have a | ot —about forty people
in the back of the room So if you need to take
sone seats, if —you guys back there, hands high,
if you would. If you want to take sonme seats, it
woul d be great. W're going to be here a long tine.
I f you need a seat —and if you choose to stand,
"1l be up there with you.

As | said before, the format will be
that we will take sonme questions and answers at this
point related to Colette's presentation, and there's
—this is not including the five- and ten-m nute
time limt. |'"mlooking for brief questions, and
we'll get some brief responses, go through sone
gui ck questions. A show of hands. W'I|l both do
guestions and answers —excuse ne; questions, as
well as we'll do that with the coments section
|"mwaiting while a few people get situated here in
their chairs, so we don't disrupt you. And if —
there a few nore chairs up here. If you need a few,
there's at |least six or seven seats up here. Thank
you for showi ng your hands; appreciate that. Ckay.

kay, so we'll do about ten m nutes
of questions, and we'll be ready to roll here. Who
woul d |'i ke to have a question here? Anybody with a
guestion for Colette? I'mgoing to go right here to

t he —yes.
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QUESTI ON AND ANSWER SESSI ON

MR BILL BYERS: And since there
haven’t been any new civilian reactors on order
since Three Mle Island, and in light of recent
nucl ear events or occurrences around the world, |
woul d i ke you to please define for me what is the
expanded civilian nucl ear energy research and
devel opnment, and al so what are the key civilian
nucl ear m ssions.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

MR. BILL BYERS.: And | nust say that
| vigorously am opposed to the production of
radi oacti ve isotopes being used as a stal ki ng-horse
in order —to support

THE FACI LI TATOR We'll take that as

MR. BILL BYERS: —the
nucl ear industry.

THE FACI LI TATOR W'll take that as
a cooment. Let's get to your questions first.
kay? Go ahead.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. So your question
was basically “Wat are the mi ssions; what are the
R&D m ssions; and what are the key civilian m ssions

that we're tal king about ?”
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MR. BILL BYERS. Right, the civilian
m ssions are what I'moprimarily interested in right
now.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

MS. COLETTE BROWN: Well, the civilian
m ssions we're tal king about are the production of
medi cal and industrial isotopes.

We're tal king about the production of
pl ut oni um 238 fuel required for future NASA space
m ssions. W're tal king about a research and
devel opnment programto test nuclear fuels,
proliferation-resistant fuels, materials that may be
required, fuels or materials that may be required to
val i date, for exanple, a space reactor systemt hat
m ght be needed to go to Mars. | nean, that's just
an exanpl e.

We're tal king about accelerated life
cycle testing on reactor vessels and ot her reactor
conponents.

Those are the kinds of things we're
tal ki ng about.

MR BILL BYERS: But it seens to ne
t hat —

THE FACI LI TATOR Let's —did we get
—there's two parts to that question. | think we

got both of them |Is that correct?
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MR. BILL BYERS: Well —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Go ahead, if you've
got one foll owup question. W need to nove on. o
ahead. Go ahead.

MR BILL BYERS: Yeah, the —since
the nuclear industry in this country seens to be in
its waning years, it seens to ne that this is really
pouri ng sand down a rat hol e, because sone of these
old reactors now are reaching their effective life,
you know, expected life —their |ife expectancy,
and | don't know of any new ones that are being
built.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

MR. BILL BYERS. And so, you know, it
seens to ne ludicrous that we're —

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay; what's your
guestion, then? |'msorry.

MR. BILL BYERS: M question is, does
—isn't it a waste of noney to spend taxpayers
noney devel opi ng new net hods for the civilian
reactor industry that is on its last |egs?

THE FACI LI TATOR: Take that Colette?
kay, thank you, that's —we're going to nove to
anot her question. Go ahead, Colette, and answer

that if you would, or —
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MS. COLETTE BROMN: | think it was a
rhetorical question.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay. kay, fine.

Yes, sir, over there? | cut you off
earlier when you were comng up there. O we'll
cone over there.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Wien | | ook at the
options, basically, the alternatives, the four
alternatives —and this is a question, but | have
to pose it the way | sawit. Alternative 1
basically allowed the FFTF —it was a No Action
Al'ternative. And in the No Action Alternative,
there was a statenent at the bottomthat said FFTF
would remain in "hot" standby. |'m wondering why
there isn't an alternative that's up here that says
there is no —

THE FACI LI TATOR. Could you —I hate
to interrupt you for a second.

[ To attendees hol ding signs] | guess
you' re bl ocki ng people's vision here. W can't
really block —can you nove over to the side,
pl ease?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: It says "$100
MIlion Wasted On FFTF" and it says "Clean Up The

Col unbi a. "
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THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Can you
raise themup? | can't do that. There you go.
Thank you.

kay, I"'msorry. Please continue
wi th your question. Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: So goi ng back to ny
guestion —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: W had four
alternatives up there, but I think the United States
Depart ment of Energy has couched this discussion so
t hey can continue going down the road in production.
| don't see an alternative up there that says,
"There is no further mssion, there is no further
production need for Pu-238, there is no —there is
no need for FFTF, and therefore, we're going to
dismantl e our infrastructure.” That alternative is
not being offered. And | need to understand why,
because Alternative 1 says fire —stand-by, no
alternative, reactor on standby forever, a decision
not to be nmade till who knows how | ong, at $32
mllion a year. And then the other alternatives
keep going into production node, and they get rid of
FFTF. \Were is the alternative —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ckay.
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AUDI ENCE MEMBER. —for nothing to
go forward?
THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.
M5. COLETTE BROWN. The way —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: That's the first

guesti on.

THE FACI LI TATOR (kay, let's ask —
let's answer the question. That's —that'll be it.
We'l|l nove to the next question after that. Thank

you. Go ahead.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. That's a good
guestion, and it's not apparent in the way we've
structured maybe the presentation, that that
deci sion would be allowed to be made. But it is a
decision that would be allowed to be made as part of
t he Record of Deci sion.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. Well, but
then here's the problem \What you' re doing right
now i s what | would consider a bait-and-swtch
operation. You're comng to the Anerican public and
you' re asking them basically to choose Alternative
1, 2, 3, or 4.

MS. COLETTE BROMWN:  No.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Well, in essence, |

mean, this is what they ook at. They see
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Alternative 1, 2, 3, 4. So a person, to
make a decision, is |ooking at Alternative 1, 2,
3, and 4. | would suggest that Alternative
5 should be up there, and that Alternative 5
shoul d say that —no further production m ssions at
all inthis country. So that's just a
recommendat i on.

And | have one ot her —one ot her
guesti on.

THE FACI LI TATOR® Ckay, let's —
that's —1 think that's going to —we're going to
stop right there.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Well, | —just one
ot her question. |It's a qualifying —

THE FACI LI TATOR No, let's —we're
going to take —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  \Where are the other
sites?

THE FACI LI TATOR. No, we're taking
ot her questions. Go ahead and have a seat.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  \Where are the other
sites?

THE FACI LI TATOR: Pl ease have a seat.
Thank you.

AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comment s. |
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THE FACI LI TATOR W're going to —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  \Where are the other
sites, Colette?

THE FACI LI TATOR. Pl ease, we're going
to —thank you. Please have a seat.

AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comment s. |

THE FACI LI TATOR. W'l get to your
guestions. You want to take —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  \Where are the other
sites?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  You want to take —
let's take you here.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: You're not hel ping
us here.

THE FACI LI TATOR.  |'m hel ping you
out; I'mtrying to get a |ot of people's questions
answered. W only took ten mnutes to do this.

MR BOB SCHENTER: | have a —

THE FACI LI TATOR. One question; keep
it succinct, please.

MR BOB SCHENTER Do you want ny
nane or —

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

MR. BOB SCHENTER: Bob Schenter.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Bob.
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MR BOB SCHENTER: | have a technica
guestion. On Alternative 3, you define an
accel erator-produced —ny question is, have —what
size, type of accelerator would it be producing
neutrons, protons, and |arge enough to provide the
capacity to provide all the m ssions that you' ve
identified for FFTF?

M5. COLETTE BROWN. We're talking
about neutrons, a neutron accelerator. And we're in
the process right now of devel oping a reference
design that we're going to use to do the anal ysis of
that alternative in this docunent. And to cone up
with that design, we're building on existing designs
of f the shelf, such as the spallation neutron
source, such as existing operating accel erators.

MR. BOB SCHENTER: Yeah, because
standard cyclotrons are strictly proton
accel erators. They make nedi cal isotopes, but —so
you' re envi sioning sonmething large, very large, that
produces both neutrons and protons for these
appl i cations?

MS. COLETTE BROWN: To accommopdat e
t hese m ssi ons.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

kay, I"'mgoing to nove to this side of the room
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promsed | would. I'mgoing all the way to the
back. A lady —I think a black arm| saw there, or
is not there with —thank you.
We' Il take a couple nore questions,
then we'll nove on to coments. Thanks.
M5. ROBIN CASH' M nane is Robin
Cash. And | understood you to say, "Are we
proposi ng the right things and are we considering
the right things?" And | didn't hear any discussion
about the cost of cleaning up the waste. As far as
| know, we have not discovered any way to
effectively clean up the waste. There's no
consi deration of the huge cost to the environnent of
cl eaning up the waste.
| heard you advocate that we need
medi cal isotopes, but there's no discussion about
the cost in lives and how nmuch increased cancer, how
much increased osteoporosis we're having due to al
of this nuclear waste. There's no discussion about
how t he Superfund noney —if we didn't have to have
all this Superfund noney, how we coul d have nore
housing in this community. Affordable housing is a
huge, trenendous problem It is a problemthat
causes —Il eads to disease, |eads to death, because

we don't have enough housing for people. There's —
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education is a huge problem W don't have the tax
noney to have appropriate education, and yet we're
spending all this noney for the Superfund, and we —
and even though we're throwing billions of dollars,
we're not cleaning up. This stuff is not being
cl eaned up. And so when you said, "Are we
considering the right things?" —

(Appl ause.)

THE FACI LI TATOR: Can't hear her
guestion; please. I|I'msorry, could you —

M5. ROBIN CASH: Wen you said, "Are
we considering the right things?" | would say “No.”
We are not considering the costs to the environnent.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Your question?

M5. ROBIN CASH: That m ght cost —
my question is “Wy?”

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

M5. ROBIN CASH  “Why?” is —because
you know —

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

M5. ROBIN CASH —that nmany of the
peopl e who are here tonight, this is exactly what we
want to know

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ckay. Ckay.
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M5. ROBIN CASH Wiy is this cost not
even di scussed?
THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.

You want to address it?

M5. COLETTE BROMN: | think | can
answer part of that question. | understand your
concerns about cleanup. | don't know how many of

you in this roomwuld believe ne if |I told you that
the Departnent would —remains commtted to the

cl eanup of the Hanford site, with or without this

pr oposal .

Now, in terms of the cost of each
alternative, we will be preparing and releasing to
the public a cost analysis report that anal yzes the
rel ative cost of each alternative fromcradle to
grave. So that will be available to you. 1In terns
of the relative nerits of —you know, the relative
cost of continued cleanup versus restart of the
facility, that is not part of the —at |east | had
not intended on that being part of the scope of the
El S.

M5. ROBIN CASH. The cost to the
environnment forever. W put these things in
dol lars, but we don't have dollars to say —for

when we destroy the water forever and they don't
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know how to clean it up, when we destroy the ground
forever and they don't know how to clean it up, we
don't know how to even cost it. Nobody —I don't
believe there's a person in the world that knows how
to put a cost on destroying the water and the soi
forever.

THE FACI LI TATOR kay. Thank you.
We'll nove on now W're going to nove to the

comments section. The —and will you give ne the

ten mnutes? W' Il take one nore question here, and
then we'll nove to the comment period. W have a
ot of —let me —before | ask for questions, and

| hate to have you put your —how many people are
going to want to provide conments for the record
toni ght here at the m crophones? GCkay. Are they
serving coffee out in the of the back roon? | hope
so. Gkay, that's good. Let's take just one nore
guestion, and then we'll nove on and get into the
comments section. And sir, you've had your hand up
diligently there; we'll go to your question.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER 1'd like to address
—you' d spoken about two seem ngly conmmerci al
applications of this test facility, one to create
pl ut oni um 238 for space batteries, the other for

nmedi cal isotopes. Now, |'ve heard addressed the
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i ssues of creating plutonium238 for NASA. Now, has
NASA turned around and said we need 238?

M5. COLETTE BROWN: NASA currently
has in its planning stages —is currently
considering the use of radi oi sotope thernoel ectric
generators that use plutonium 238 for three upcom ng
m ssions: 2003 m ssion, Europa m ssion; 2004 Pl uto-
Kui per Express mi ssion; and 2007 Sol ar Probe
mssion. And all of those three missions, in the
pl anni ng stages right now, are |ooking at the
potential for needing and using Pu-238 power
sour ces.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: And now, is —are
these uses of the test facility indeed conmercial ?

MS. COLETTE BROMWN: |'m sorry?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  To create nedica
i sotopes and also to create this plutonium 238, are
t hese commercial uses of the test facility?

M5. COLETTE BROWN: Commerci al or
civilian?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Conmrer ci al

MS. COLETTE BROWN: Those aren't
consi dered commerci al uses.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: But will —

AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comment s. |
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THE FACI LI TATOR  Go ahead and | et
hi m ask —Fi ni sh what —finish your question.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Wl |, | nean
revenue will be generated through these
applications, correct?

MS. COLETTE BROMWN: |'m sorry?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER  Revenue will be
generated through the sale of these applications?

M5. COLETTE BROWN: Revenues are
generated from sal e of nedical isotopes, and
the Departnent is working on agreenents with NASA on
recovering costs for plutonium 238.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you;
appreciate it.

MS. COLETTE BROWN: | can answer that
other facilities question, if you want nme to.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Go ahead. Yeah,
pl ease finish. ['ll let Colette finish up

M5. COLETTE BROWN:. The lady in the
red asked a question about what other facilities,
and | think Geg nentioned it first. Let me just
respond to that before we nove on, because |
apparently didn't make it clear in ny presentation.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR. W are looking at a
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whol e host of other facilities in this EIS. W're
| ooking at the HFIR reactor at OGak Ridge, the ATR
reactor in Idaho, the Radi ochem cal Engi neering
Devel opnent Center in Cak Ridge, to process the
nept uni um and plutonium W' re |looking at the old
Fluorinel Dissolution Process Facility in Idaho to
do the same processing functions. W' re |ooking at
commercial light water reactors. So we are | ooking

at other non-Hanford facilities to acconplish these

m ssi ons.
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: [ I ndi scernible.]
THE FACI LI TATOR (kay. W can't —
we can't hear the question; you'll have to repeat it

for the record.

M5. SPRING SWORD: My nane is Spring
Sword. And | actually at this point —I'd like to
ask people what is being spent now for the Hanford
cl eanup, what will be spent next year and the year
after that?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

M5. SPRI NG SWORD: And the year after
t hat ?

THE FACI LI TATOR  (kay, the question
is for the —

M5. COLETTE BROWN: | got it.
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THE FACI LI TATOR  You got it. Ckay.

M5. COLETTE BROMWN: It is ny
understanding that the Departnent's 2000 —FY 2000
request for cleanup at Hanford, for both cleanup and
river protection, is 1.65 billion.

MR. CERRY PCLLET: It's 1.065; |ess,
1. 065.

SOUND TECHNICI AN:  I"mnot picking it
up.

THE FACI LI TATOR Okay, I'mgoing to
say —okay, just a second, Gerry.

MR. GERRY POLLET: Wth no inflation

i ncrease.

THE FACI LI TATOR (Okay, I'mgoing to
ask for —

M5. COLETTE BROWN. Ckay. Well, as |
say, it was ny understanding. | didn't say |I was

right, so thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

MS. COLETTE BROMWN: So as far as the
2001 nunbers, 1'd have to get back to you. The 2001
nunbers, |'d have to get back to you on that.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you;

appreci ate the question.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

33
Ckay, we're going to go ahead and

nove into the —okay, nove into the comrent
section session. And we will go with elected
officials, starting with the Federal officials
first. | know we have senators or representatives
of the senators here, so | would ask for a show of
hands of the Federal representatives, 'cause |
didn't talk to everybody comng in. Cbviously, when
there's nore people, we have soneone representing —
let's start here, if you would, and then —pl ease
tell us who you're representing.

COMVENT SESS| ON

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF SENATOR SLADE GORTON
M5. SUZANNE HEASTON: |'m Suzanne
Heaston and | represent United States Senator Sl ade
Gorton, Republican fromthe State of Washi ngton
AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comments. |
THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, please, let's
go. Ladies and gentlenmen, we're going to be here
very late if we can't show respect here. Pl ease.
The sane respect for everyone that you're going to
want when you're up there. Go ahead, please.
MS. SUZANNE HEASTON: " Cardi ovascul ar
di sease is the nunber one killer in Anerica. Cancer

affects one in three people in the United States.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

34

Arthritis and other rheumatic conditions affect 43
mllion Anericans —daunting statistics, statistics
that are represented by real people and their
suffering. Medical isotopes are used in new,
cutting-edge technologies in treating cancer and

ot her di seases wi thout the usual debilitating side
effects, and at a |ower cost than traditional
treatments. 'Smart bullets' with nmedical isotopes
have achi eved up to 95 percent success in treating
certain cancers. However, our nation is facing
docunent ed shortages of research and treatnent
guantities of isotopes because we | ack production
capabilities. W lack enough facilities to produce
the variety, the quantity, and quality of |ifesaving
i sotopes that are necessary to conduct research and
treat our patients. In this scoping neeting for the
Nucl ear Infrastructure Programrati c Environnent al

| npact Statement, PEIS, | urge the Departnent of
Energy to consider, first and forenost, the

comm tment the Federal governnent is required under
Section 31 of the Atom c Energy Act to keep: to
supply research and production quantities of

i sot opes.
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"I sotopes are nade and used in
vari ous ways, from nuclear waste, as in yttrium 90,
whi ch has been found very effective in treating
non- Hodgki n* s | ynphona; accel erator —produced
i sot opes, such as fluorine-18, used in diagnostic
tests |i ke PET scans; and reactor-produced, such as
iridium192, which used" —"which is used to help
prevent arteries fromreclogging after angiopl asty.
I n assessing our nation's needs, all nethods of
i sotope production to provide a reliable, diverse
supply for researchers, and production capabilities
for diagnostic and treatnent quantities, nust be
eval uat ed.

"This report should include a
t horough critique of projected waste streans from
the operation of facilities utilized in nmeeting our
needs. Sound science will accurately informthe
public of the type and the quantity of waste
gener at ed.

The public will thereby have
credible information that relies on proven science,
i nstead of out-of-context pseudoscience that is
currently dissemnated in scare-tactic fornms by

activist groups.
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"A detailed cost analysis of howto
nmeet our nation's nuclear infrastructure needs
shoul d al so be addressed in the PEIS. Funding
requi renents for the construction of new facilities
nmust be conpared to resum ng operations at the Fast
Flux Test Facility. W have already invested
mllions in a premer facility that is capable of
fulfilling a significant share of our future nucl ear
infrastructure needs. That investnment nust not be
di sregar ded.

"And finally, any programatic
assessnent of our nation's nuclear infrastructure
shoul d al so i nclude an eval uati on of our educati onal
opportunities for training future scientists.
Creating a safer and cl eaner environnent wll
require highly skilled students of nucl ear science
and engi neering. W nust have the facilities such
as test reactors for hands-on |earning for young
researchers. These future scientists are the very
people we will rely upon in the 21st century to neet
t echnol ogi cal chal |l enges such as nonproliferation,
fuel s devel opnent, and spent nucl ear fuels.

"l appreciate the opportunity to
provi de these additional suggestions for the scope

of the PEIS, to conplenent the reported scope of
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eval uati ng steady-state neutron sources for nedical
and ot her isotopes, plutonium 238 for NASA | ong-term
needs, and conventional nuclear research and
devel opnment needs. "

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

MS. SUZANNE HEASTON: " Most
i mportantly, though, through its isotope program
t he Departnent of Energy has an opportunity to
greatly inmprove the quality of life for mllions of
Anericans who suffer from cancer, cardiovascul ar,
and ot her diseases. | urge the Departnent of Energy
to recogni ze and enbrace its responsibility to
provide the quality and quantity of isotopes needed
to diagnose and treat our patients."” Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  You have a copy for
us? Thank you. Thank you. Gkay, thanks. That's
it. Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBERS: Boo.

THE FACI LI TATOR Let's please —
conme on, let's show sonme courtesy here.

| saw soneone el se for a congressnan
or U S senator's office. Did | see soneone el se
here froma congressnan's office? Yes, sir, in the

or ange.
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STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE ADAM SM TH
MR. DAVE JOHNSON: My nane is Dave
Johnson, and |'ve been asked to read a statenent by
Congressman Adam Smith from Washi ngton, N nth
District:
"Hanford has 177 underground tanks
containing 55 mllion gallons of radioactive
I iquids, sludges, and crusts. Right now, sone of
t hese tanks' tenperatures are nysteriously rising to
dangerous | evels, and nearly 70 tanks are | eaking
hi ghly contam nated waste into the vadose zone near
t he Col unbia R ver.
"The Hanford budget is equally
troubl esonre. W predict the conpliance gap between
the Tri-Party Agreenent and the Departnment of Energy
spending to be nearly $80 million. Also, the
Depart nent of Energy nust appropriate $600 million
next year to begin the process to renedy the tank
wast e problem at Hanford. Restarting the Fast Fl ux
Test Facility will add to the Hanford's
envi ronnment al and budget woes.
"First, the FFTF wll send nore toxic
waste to the underground tanks;
"Second, the reactor restart wll
consune val uabl e budget dollars that DOE coul d use

to cl ean up Hanford.
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"Pl ease term nate the FFTF program
and direct the Departnent of Energy's full attention
at the Hanford site to cleanup.™

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Okay. Next —do
you have a copy of that? Thank you. Thank you.

U S. Federal representatives —
Charlotte, you see —let's start right here. 1Is
t here another one, too, Charlotte? 1'msorry.

kay, go ahead. Federal? No —
okay, please conme up. Thank you. |If you' d state
who you're representing —thank you.

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE BRI AN BAI RD
STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE JI M McDERMOTT
MR, GERRY PCLLET: U. S
Representatives Jim MDernott and Brian Baird asked

that the follow ng be read tonight:

"The recent nuclear accident in
Tokai mura, Japan, unfortunately hits close to hone
for many of us in the Northwest. Two-thirds of our
nation's high-level nuclear waste lies in the
under ground storage tanks | ocated at the Hanford
Nucl ear Reservation. One-third of those tanks have
al ready | eaked nore than one mllion gallons of
radi oactive waste into the soil and groundwat er,

and corrosion was recently detected in the doubl e-
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wal | ed tanks. The U.S. Departnent of Energy, which
operates Hanford, has confirmed that |eaks from
Hanford' s hi gh-1evel nucl ear waste tanks nmay now be
headi ng toward the Colunbia River. Wth this
serious environnmental and public health threat in
m nd, we have fought hard in Congress to fund the
decont am nati on and ensure that cleanup renains
Hanford' s primary m ssion.

"The Departnment of Energy, however,
is currently diverting these critical resources to
study the restart of Hanford' s Fast Flux Test
Facility, FFTF nuclear reactor, to produce plutonium
and ot her isotopes and devel op new nucl ear fuels.

By addi ng nore nucl ear waste to Hanford's already

| eaky and expl osive stockpile, a restart of the FFTF
is bad public policy that is counterproductive to
the cl eanup m ssion, and potentially disastrous for
wor kers and citizens in our region.

"Keeping the FFTF on 'hot' standby
for the past three years has cost taxpayers $100
mllion, yet the Departnent of Energy forecasts that
its next budget request to Congress will fall $232
mllion short of what is needed for the urgent
safety and cl eanup work required by the Hanford

cl eanup agreenent .
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"Restarting the FFTF woul d break the
covenant of the Hanford cleanup Tri-Party Agreenent
bet ween the citizens of Washington state, the
Depart ment of Energy, and the Environnent al
Protection Agency to shut down the FFTF and nake
cl eanup Hanford' s sol e m ssion.

"At the recent” —"After the recent
nucl ear accident in Japan and numerous acci dents and
tank | eaks at Hanford, it is unw se, unsafe, and
unwarranted to consider an FFTF restart and
pl ut oni um production in this region, especially when
Hanford | acks any independent nucl ear safety
regul atory oversight. Qur region cannot effectively
nove forward on the critical Hanford cl eanup m ssion
while pursuing the restart of a reactor that wll
contribute nore waste to the nuclear contam nation
al ready threatening our region.

"Qur state's elected officials nust
unite behind one priority: funding for cleanup in
order to prevent an environnental and public health
di saster. W cannot do an effective job of cleaning
up the problem by sinultaneously adding to Hanford's
wastes. The funds saved fromthe shutdown of FFTF
must be invested in Hanford' s primary cl eanup

m ssion, as prom sed. W urge citizens to voice
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their concerns about restart of Hanford's FFTF
nucl ear reactor at U S. Departnent of Energy's
public hearings this week."

Thank you. This was on behal f of
Brian Baird and Jim McDernott.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

MR JOHN BOLAND: Poi nt of order.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Just a second.

MR JOHN BOLAND: Poi nt of order.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Your question?

MR, JOHN BOLAND: Yes.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes, sir?

MR JOHN BOLAND: We've had two
statenents froma senator and a nenber of Congress.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Ri ght.

MR JOHN BOLAND: W don't know what
this last statement was. Does M. Pollet have in
his possession a letter over the signatures of those
congressnmen aut hori zi ng what ever he read?

THE FACI LI TATOR: | just —I1 just
got a copy of the letter.

MR. GERRY POLLET: Are you by
yourself? Who is this who asked?

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yeah, |'m sorry.

The gentl| eman —
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MR. JOHN BOLAND: M nane is John
Boland. ['mjust curious, as a point of order —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Ri ght.

MR. JOHN BOLAND: —if this —if
there's a letter that he has that authorizes the
readi ng of that over their signatures.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: W can't just
credit you, Gerry.

MR. GERRY POLLET: The Departnent of
Energy can call Congressnan McDernott tonorrow
nmorni ng and they, | think, would find out the
answer .

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay, thanks;
appreciate it. Thank you for addressing that.

W have additional Federal officials,
el ected Federal officials representing congressnen
or senators?

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE
ELI ZABETH FURSE

M5. DE BRULER: Yes. | have a
statenent from The Honorabl e Elizabeth Furse. W
name is Cndy de Bruler. |1'mreading her statenent
at her request this evening. This is a statenent of
The Honorabl e Elizabeth Furse in opposition to the
restart of FFTF at Hanford; Portland, Oregon,

Cct ober 19t h, 1999:
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"As a former nenber of the Energy
Subconmi ttee of the U S. House of Representatives
Conmmerce Conmittee, | have had consi derable
experience with the issue of restarting the FFTF
reactor at the Hanford facility. It is a dead dog
that will not |ie down.

"Former Secretary of Energy Hazel
O Leary wisely decided not to restart FFTF during
her termin office. Unfortunately, she failed to
permanent|ly shut down the facility, which is why we
are once again facing this question of start-up.
Nuner ous reasons have been given over the years for
starting up the FFTF. Each reason has been found
fl awed, and so a new reason i s posited.

"Medi cal isotope production was the
popul ar one during ny termon the Comrerce
Commttee. The U S. Departnent of Energy is on
record that nedical isotope production is not
sufficient reason for such a costly undertaking, and
other facilities already produce the necessary
amounts. Wsat are the reasons to support start-up
of FFTF? | believe there is only one, the political
benefit to certain representatives and senators.
Wat are the reasons to oppose restart of FFTF? |

beli eve there are two.
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"One, econom cs. The only guaranteed
result fromFFTF restart will be the m suse of
public funds which will be diverted from cl eanup.
Congress all ocated and appropriated funds to cl ean
up the dangerous waste at Hanford, a danger that
potentially affects all people and ani nals that
consune Col unbi a Ri ver sal non spawned bel ow Hanf ord.
Cl eanup of existing danger sites at Hanford is
al ready woefully inadequate. Diverting funds from
cleanup to restart FFTF will exasperate an al ready
danger ous situati on.

"Nunber two, public health.
Oregonians and all others living within the region
are already at risk fromthe disgraceful situation
at Hanford. The Departnent of Energy shoul d be
ashanmed at even thinking about addi ng additi onal
risk to our citizens' health and safety. C eanup at
Hanford has been slow and ineffective. The waste
streamis noving towards the Colunbia River, and the
danger of explosions at sone of the tanks increases.
If all efforts are not directed towards cleanup, and
soon, there is the likelihood of a disaster
happening in the near future. No diversion of
effort, focus, or public funds shoul d be consi dered

until the job is done.
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"The thought of devel opi ng nore waste
i s unconscionable, and a violation of the public
trust which the Federal governnent has to its
citizens.

"Eli zabet h Furse."

THE FACI LI TATOR: Any additi onal
Federal representatives, congressnen, or senators?
| think that |ooked |ike that was it.

Moving on to state, the governors
of fices, or state |legislators, anybody here? Yes.

STATEMENT OF STATE SENATOR CHARLES STARR

SEN. CHARLES STARR:  State Senat or
Charles Starr.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

SEN. CHARLES STARR: | have no
prepared statenent. In fact, canme here wi thout the
idea that | would issue a statenent. Having famly
menbers who have benefitted from radi oi sotopes hel ps
me to understand how i nportant ongoing research in
the use of radioisotopes really is. One of ny sons
and ny younger brother both have had the benefit of
the science that is thus far available. W're at
t he begi nning stages of that science, and that
certain types of isotopes are in short supply, that

there are spot shortages, that this restart could
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take care of supplying both quantity and quality,
woul d be of tremendous benefit to the citizens of
the United States. W are now inporting a ngjor
share of those isotopes, and | believe that we are
vul nerabl e when we put ourselves in that position.

| think that the study should go
forward, and | believe the outcone should be the
restart of that facility. And so | would urge you
to continue with your study and fulfill your m ssion
to provide for nedical science those critical tools
t hat they need.
And | thank you very much
THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Ckay.
Any additional state |egislators or
el ected officials? Nowlet's nove on to city and
county officials. Do we have comr ssioners here?
Yes, ma'am O city nayors or —
STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF CHARLI E HALES
CI TY COW SSI ONER, PORTLAND, OREGON
M5. JULI ANNE DETWLER  Hi . |'m
Julianne Detwiler, and | represent city comm ssioner
—Portland Gty Comm ssioner Charlie Hal es.
Three weeks ago, Conm ssioner Hal es
presented to the city council a resolution urging

the US. DOE to halt efforts to restart FFTF at
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Hanford until the site is deenmed in full conpliance
with all state and Federal |aws, and deened to be
consistent with obligations protecting treaty rights
of Native American tribes in the region. And this
resol uti on was unani nously approved by the Portland
City Council.

Conmi ssi oner Hal es asked ne to share
this statenent with you tonight:

"Portland citizens recogni ze the
serious threat to their health and wel fare posed by
t he Hanford Nucl ear Reservation. As the |argest
city on the Colunbia River, we will not ignore this
significant issue of |ocal concern.

"I call upon the Federal governnent
to meet its obligation to clean up the highly
radi oactive nmess that now pollutes the Hanford site
and threatens groundwater and the Col unbia River.

A serious commtnment on the part of the U S. DCE to
fully characterize and clean up the site to the

hi ghest regul atory standards is |ong overdue.
That's why any consideration of the restart of the
FFTF reactor at Hanford is a dangerous notion.
There shoul d be no new wast e- produci ng m ssions at
Hanford for any purpose, period. The scope of the

ElIS threatens with" —"The inclusion of the FFTF
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threatens to distract fromwhat should be the sole
m ssion at Hanford, cleanup. That's an unacceptable
envi ronment al consequence.

"The DCE shoul d abandon its quest for
new m ssions at Hanford, shut down the FFTF reactor
once and for all, and proceed as quickly as possible

with the full cleanup of our radioactive | egacy at

Hanford. "

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Thanks.

Any other city or county officials
here? Back here? 1'Il just go to the guy that's
stand- —city or county officials, elected?

MR DOUG HOUSTON:  Gover nor.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Governor. Okay.
kay, we're back to that. You should have gone with
the state. Are you confused?

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF JOHN A. Kl TZHABER
GOVERNCR, STATE OF OREGON
MR. DOUG HOUSTON: Hi, good eveni ng.
| "' m Doug Houston. |'mthe issue manager for FFTF
for the Oegon Ofice of Energy, and on behal f of
t he Governor of Oregon, | welconme you all to this

nmeeti ng tonight.
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"Cl eanup of the Hanford site is one
of the top priorities for Oregonians. The Hanford
cl eanup job is tough, expensive, hazardous, and
staff-intensive. Oegon believes distractions from
t hat cl eanup nmust not be all owed. Keeping these
things in mnd, we cannot support any new m Ssions
for FFTF unless the following criteria are
satisfied:

"There is a conpelling need for any
new m ssi ons;

"FFTF represents the best choice for
t hese m ssions from econom c, technical, public
health and safety, and environnental safety
st andpoi nt s;

"Operation of FFTF does not
conprom se Hanford cl eanup fundi ng, schedule, or
resour ces;

"Operation of FFTF does not
significantly increase Hanford' s radi oactive or
hazar dous waste burden

"The environnental inpact statenent
nmust include a detail ed exam nation of DOE s
projects for irradiation needs and the rationale for
t hese conclusions. The need for irradiation

products has not been docunmented and is not clear.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

51

"We nust see a broader selection of
options in the EIS, to include restart of other
shut down or standby U. S. DCE facilities. DOE mnust
al so exam ne the potential for use of private sites
and nodification of existing reactors and
accel erators to neet the stated needs.

"U. S. DCE nust conpl ete"” —"nust
performa conpl ete exam nati on of the costs of
restarting FFTF. The exam nation nust include the
cost of restart, operation, shutdown, and
decomm ssioning. Estimates of total life cycle
costs nust be apparent.

"Oregon is particularly concerned
about the potential inpact of FFTF operation on
current and projected Hanford cl eanup operati ons.
U. S. DCE nust exami ne the inpacts to Hanford cl eanup
from FFTF wastes, disposition of spent fuel, and the
potential diversion of resources from Hanford
cl eanup to FFTF operati on.

"W | ook forward to review ng an
envi ronnment al inpact statenment that includes a
conpl ete and thorough exam nation and eval uati on of
t he points made here, and those contained in our
detail ed cormments which were provided earlier to the

Department of Energy. More detailed specific
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scopi ng coments have been provided and are incl uded
in our letter to the U S. Departnment of Energy.”

Copi es of these conmments are al so
avai lable to the public on the tables over here.
Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Do you
have a copy of that for me?

MR. DOUG HOUSTON: | gave themto
this person over here.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

| saw one nore hand of el ected
officials. Yes, sir, please.

STATEMENT OF KEN DOBBI N

CI TY COUNCI L MEMBER, WEST RI CHLAND, WA

MR. KEN DOBBI N Good evening. Thank
you for the opportunity to speak. M nane is
Counci | man Ken Dobbin, Gty of West Richl and,

Washi ngton, and our city has adopted the
humani tarian m ssion of supporting the FFTF for
medi cal isotopes production.

Qur request is that the PEIS include
the cost in human lives of not operating the
facility. W believe that fromthe evidence so far,
that this facility is needed to reduce the pain,

suffering, and death of cancer and ot her diseases.
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We believe that that study will show that at |east a
t housand children and ten thousand adults a year
will die with an insufficient supply of nedical
i sot opes.

However, before this PEI'S scoping
heari ng began, the City of Portland passed a
resol ution against startup. And in fact, | have
the press rel ease here from Conm ssioner, Cty of
Portland, Charlie Hales. And in this, in this press
rel ease, he indicates that —he demands that the
site is cleaned up before any nore waste i s brought
to Hanford. Well, that's interesting. Just a nonth
earlier —just a nonth earlier, the State of O egon
sent up to our site and buried the Trojan reactor
vessel, 250 tons. Wat hypocrisy. What hypocrisy.

AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comment s. |

MR KEN DOBBIN: Yes, would the State
of Oregon like it back? | think they should take it
back before they put the cost of cleanup on the
backs of dying cancer patients.

The other thing —

AUDI ENCE: [ Si mul t aneous comment s. |

THE FACI LI TATOR: Pl ease, let's not

interrupt. Go ahead.
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MR. KEN DOBBIN. The other thing that
the comm ssioner said was that if we start up the
FFTF, we woul d steal cleanup noney. But just the
opposite is true. | know that the Departnent of
Ener gy, upon shutdown order, would transfer the
cost of the facility from nucl ear energy back into
cl eanup. And as the opposition has told you tine
and tinme again, this is a zero-sumgane. So guess
where the cleanup nmoney will come from I1t'll cone
fromthe waste tanks. So what we have, then, is, by
not starting up FFTF, we | ose cl eanup funds and
cancer patients both. Wat a deal

Yesterday | had the distinct pleasure
of addressing the Seattle Cty Council, and they, as
a cooperative gesture, allowed us technical people
to go and provide them answers to sonme of the
bal oney that the FFTF opponents have been feedi ng us
here in the Northwest.

For exanple, they say that we need no
nore isotopes. Tell that to the prostate cancer
patients in Seattle that have been deni ed pall adi um
103 and i odine-125 treatnments. Tell that to the
peopl e who woul d benefit fromthe copper-67
nonocl onal anti body studies that were halted because

of lack of medical isotopes.
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It also in here says that the —t hat
you woul d add waste to the Hanford site. However
the FFTF woul d produce nuch | ess than the naval
submarines. And year after year, | see naval
submari nes being transported by huge transport
devices and buried in the desert. Again, we don't
want to saddle the cleanup of Hanford on the backs
of the dying cancer patients. And |look at the
Trojan reactor vessel. It was buried there.

The ot her absurd statenent that's
bei ng made is on nuclear safety. | see no one in
t he opposition who has the technical ability to
assess the safety of the FFTF. | have twenty years
of physics, reactor safety, and fuel managenent
experience, and the statenents bei ng made by the
opposition are just flat out false. The containnment
donme, under the nobst hypothetical accident, protects
the public. Can you say that about your nerve gas
stored at Umatill a?

| have addressed —I've witten
Senator Wden. M city is thirty mles downw nd.
We are not included in the EI'S, which states that if
one of those bunkers bl ows up spontaneously, 10,000
people will die. And he won't even return ny
letter.

What | want to challenge tonight is
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experts, the sanme consideration as the city of
Seattle has. W would |ike one week to address your
techni cal issues.

And ny last point, ny |ast point
tonight, is that the DCE only has two operating
reactors, and that's insufficient capacity. |I'ma
nucl ear engineer. That is insufficient to do al
the mssions | know needs to be done by the

Department of Energy. Therefore, the alternatives

will be, spend billions of dollars on new
facilities. GQuess where that noney will conme from
out of a zero-sum budget? It will conme out of

Hanf ord cl eanup.

So I'm asking you tonight, please
seriously consider, for the sake of the children,
restarting the FFTF.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Do we have a copy
of your statenment? M. Dobbins, do you have a copy
for us? kay, thank you. Thank you. There you go.

Ckay, any other elected county
officials, city officials? | think that pretty nuch
does us up.

What we'll do is, we're going to take

a —go into the comment period. As | said before,
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as the NO stated, we have a five-mnute for

i ndividuals, ten-mnute for representatives of
organi zations. And as you can see, we have a | ot of
peopl e who would like to talk tonight, so we'd | ove
for you to keep your conments as brief as possible.
| f you have witten comrents, turn themin. And
then we al so have the opportunity to take your
witten comments fromthe forns that are out there
tonight. So what we'd like to dois to —I"1
acknow edge peopl e by hands, and then we'll nove
forward. |1'mgoing to take one from each side, and
then we're going to take a five-m nute break.

| needed to point out also, the exit
doors are back here; also, the restroons are to the
right. And that was sonmething | failed to do
earlier.

So let's start and go all the way to
the back of this row, in the —yes, ma'am that's
you. Yes. No, no, no; this lady here. 1'msorry;
yes. | should have —I thought | said bl ack.

Yeah, that's okay, in the very far back. Thank you.

Thank you.
STATEMENT OF MARNI E LOOM S
M5. MARNIE LOOM S: Thank you. My
name is Marnie Looms. |'ma student at the
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Nat i onal Col | ege of Naturopathic Medicine, and a
menber of Student Physicians for Soci al
Responsibility.

And |'ve heard a | ot of argunents
from medi cal reasons and for the people who are
suffering, as reasons to reopen this Hanford site.
And | want to point out that there are |ots of kinds
of nmedicine and lots of things that hel p peopl e who
are sick.

It's easy to marginalize us as people
who are vicious and want to hurt people, people who
don't want to have this Hanford site reopen. But |
want to rem nd people, because maybe people don't
know, that all physicians —naturopaths,
ost eopat hs, and nedi cal doctors —all swear to the
H ppocratic oath. And within that oath is the
statenent, "First, do no harm"

Now, it's true nedical isotopes may
help a few people, but it harns so many people and
so many things and the Earth, and for a tinme that we
won't even be able to fathom And | want you to
pl ease keep that in mnd. So please, don't you dare
use nedi cal reasons for opening this up. You're
speaking for a group of people who have sworn not to

do harm
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Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yes, sir, please.

Thanks.
STATEMENT OF MARSHALL GOLDBERG
MR. MARSHALL GOLDBERG  Good eveni ng.
|"m Dr. Marshall Goldberg. | practice internal

medicine in the Portland area, and |I'm a speciali st
in preventive nedicine. Unfortunately, what [|'ve
heard fromDCOE this evening is very fishy, nore red
herrings than "saving sal non."

The rationale for the isotope
shortage, the expert panel —there seemto be nore
i ndustry people on the expert panel that recomended
addi tional isotope production facilities in this
country than people involved in nedical care. | see
no public health officials here. | see no
practicing physicians here. Were is this
conpel ling need comng fron? Again, | just think
it's sonething that's been floated as a need, to
resurrect a facility that should have been dead a
| ong tine ago.

This report of your expert panel
states that governnent involvenent in the initia
research is essential because the costs are so high.

This anpbunts, again, to a governnent subsidy.
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It states at the end here, "The
expert panel recomends that the current DCE policy
of privatization of all comercially applicable
t echnol ogi cal devel opnents derived fromtheir
prograns be incorporated and naintained.” So this
| ooks like it is another subsidy to private
i ndustry.

The nucl ear research rationalization.
|"d like to just quote from your own docunent:
"Advance the state of U S. nuclear technology to
mai ntain a conpetitive position in overseas narkets
and a future" —"and future donestic markets.
| mprove performance efficiency, reliability, and
econoni cs to enhance nucl ear energy application.”
We don't need nore civilian nuclear energy. It's
been di sastrous enough.

| think it's unconscionable that you
conme here with enotional appeals for pain,
suffering, and death. Let us not forget the origins
of the Hanford project, fromthe Manhattan Project:
it was to produce weapons of nmass destruction and
weapons of mass annihilation. In addition to the
people it killed in Japan and the people killed in
the South Pacific testing these weapons, we have

peopl e who have died fromexposure to the waste
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mat erials and the production efforts in nmany of our
nucl ear sites in this country. |It's time that this
stopped. Enough peopl e, enough of the environnment
has died. These places are environnental
Auschwitzes, and it's tine we say we will not
forget, and never again for these.

| would just like to reiterate that
|'"d like to see here sonme people fromthe nedica
pr of essi on, sone people from cancer treatnent saying
that the isotopes we get from Canada are no good,
that the plutoniumwe get from Russia is sonehow not
as good as the donestic product.

We're hearing red herrings. And
Senator CGorton aside, this snells very fishy.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you.

Ckay, we're going to take a
five-m nute break and cone back. We'Ill start right
here in five mnutes; it'll be five mnutes. W
have our stopwatch on, so —

(Recess, 8:23 p.m until 8:36 p.m)

THE FACI LI TATOR Let's go ahead and
take our seats. W have a |lot of people, want to
get right to the coments. Thanks. |If we could get

you to take a seat, we'd appreciate it. Thanks for
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your qui ckness in com ng back. Okay. Well, thanks,
and |I'm checking to make sure the court reporter is
up and running. Thank you.

We'll go ahead and get started with
comments. |'mgoing to right here, this gentl enman
on the corner here. Yeah. Sorry? That's right.

STATEMENT OF LEN PORTER

MR. LEN PORTER My nane is Len
Porter. | live in Portland, and |I'm a nenber of
Hanf ord Watch.

FFTF is the Monica Lew nsky of
Hanford, diverting public attention fromthe main
cl eanup issues at Hanford, the |eaking tank waste
and the spent fuel in the K-Basins, which threaten
the Colunbia River. Although Oregon has quite
clearly said “No” to restarting FFTF in the past,

t he Departnent of Energy is back to shove it in our
face one nore tine.

The people in the Tri-GCties around
Hanford tell us this is about nedical isotopes, but
it is really about noney and jobs for the Tri-Cities
and votes for Washington politicians. Oregon, with
over one mllion people downstream from Hanford, has
the nost to | ose by creating nore waste there, and

nothing to gain. It is deeply offensive to
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Oregoni ans to even propose restarting FFTF.

Over thirty-five years of operation
at one-quarter power, FFTF would generate fifteen
tons of spent fuel, dangerous to human and ot her
life for over 10,000 years, our only concrete form
of eternal dammation. W have no safe way to
di spose of this waste. W nmay never have a way. It
is, therefore, extrenely irresponsible to create any
nore of it.

FFTF- pushers say that this fifteen
tons is a small anobunt of waste. Well, small as
conpared to what? Apparently, conpared to the 2100
tons of spent fuel in the K-Basins. This is a
conpletely illogical argunent. W don't care what
fraction it is of what already exists. Because we
have —al ready have huge amounts of spent fuel at
Hanf ord does not nean that nore is okay. Whatever
fraction it is, it is still fifteen tons of imortal
poi son. Plus, processing plutonium 238 for space
probe batteries would produce nore high-level liquid
waste to go into the | eaking tanks.

There is no agreenent in the nedical
field on the future need for medical isotopes. The
National Institute of Medicine has said that market

demand for nedical isotopes is, quote, "specul ative,
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at best,"” end quote. |If nore nedical isotopes are
needed, there are other ways to make them

Dave Johnson, who spoke earlier, a
retired nucl ear physicist who spent nmany years at
Hanford, told nme that a specially designed neutron
accel erator could produce a greater variety of
nmedi cal isotopes than FFTF, at considerably | ess
cost. The design already exists. He says it could
be built for 200 mllion or |ess.

According to Dirk Dunning of the
Oregon Ofice of Energy, the amount of waste
generated by such a accel erator, quote, "would be
very small conpared to a reactor. The nature of the
waste would al so be different. If it was
judiciously designed, the vast majority of what
little waste it created could be short-1lived

nucl i des," end quote.

As for safety issues, how does the
vaporization of Portland strike you? FFTF uses MOX
fuel, m xed oxide, a m xture of urani um and
pl utonium Hanford has six years of MOX fuel on
hand, after which they could inport another fourteen
years of MOX from Germany. Transportation of MOX

fuel is very controversial because of the danger of

hijacking by terrorists. MOX fuel is not dangerous
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to handl e, and the plutoniumcan be easily separated
fromthe uranium It only —it only takes a few
pounds of plutonium at mninmm to nmake a bonb.

And t he making of the bonb is al so easy.

Renenber the shock that went through
this country when the Federal building in Oklahoma
City was truck-bonbed? A nuclear weapon is the
ultimate truck bonb.

| believe the FFTF issue wll be
deci ded by political or legal force. Oegon
Representative David Wo has introduced a bill in
Congress to cut off funding for FFTF restart in the
2001 budget. There are no co-sponsors, and as far
as | know, neither of our senators has introduced
simlar |egislation.

W need nore than statenents fromthe
Oregon congressional delegation. W need themto
get on board and support Wo's bill. You can tell
them so by sending theme-mail fromthe Hanford
Watch Web site, www. hanfordwatch. org.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay. kay, thank
you; appreciate that.

kay, I'Il conme to this side of the

room Ma'am right here —yes, sure.
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STATEMENT OF BARBARA DRAGEAUX
WOMEN' S | NTERNATI ONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM
PORTLAND BRANCH

M5. BARBARA DRAGEAUX: My nane is
Bar bara Drageaux. |'mrepresenting the Portl and
Branch of Wonen's International League for Peace and
Freedom |'m expressing opposition of the —the
opposition of the menbers of the Portland Branch of
Wnen's International League for Peace and Freedom
to the restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility.

We insist that the only justifiable
expenditure of our tax dollars at the Hanford
Nucl ear Reservation nust be dedicated to the —to
cl eanup prograns. It is a place alive with plants
and animals, many of them m gratory, capable of
spreadi ng the poisons contained in the soil, water,
and plants far beyond the boundaries of that
560-square-m | e area.

I n considering the environnental
i npact of the restart of the FFTF, the production of
any new radi oactive materials, the handling of
addi ti onal wastes, the transport of toxic materials
such as MOX and plutonium 238 to and fromthe site
only increases the threat to all life surrounding

Hanf or d.
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There is also the threat of all-too-
famliar accidents resulting frommal function or
human error. W are not convinced that there is a
shortage or unreliable source of nedical isotopes,
and are convinced that the proposal to neet the need
with the FFTF is a convenient ruse to pronote
nucl ear production. W also believe there are other
ways of producing electricity for spacecraft.

We recogni ze the econom ¢ needs of
the citizens of the Tri-Cty area, and encourage
t hose whose jobs may be in jeopardy fromthe
shutdown of the FFTF to seek work in the
decommi ssi oni ng process, to put their fine mnds to
work on the conplexities of the cleanup process, or
to creating a whol esone and cl ean —as whol esone
and cl ean an environnment as possible for their
chil dren, grandchildren, and future generations to
i nherit.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you ma' am

"1l nmove over here, the gentleman
here in the —yes, sir. Yeah, that's fine. [1'1lI
come up here after | cone over here. 1'mgoing to
nove up here to the front rows eventually. Yes,

sir.
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STATEMENT OF DI CK BELSEY

MR. DICK BELSEY: M nane is Dick
Bel sey. | live at 1500 Sout hwest Fifth Avenue,
right here three blocks fromthis auditorium |
work with a group called Physicians for Soci al
Responsibility, who won the Nobel Peace Prize in
1985 for a twenty-five-year canpaign that said there
is no credi ble nmedical response to nucl ear war.
You're | ooking at disaster on the whol e Eastern
seaboard because of a natural disaster. And there
is an outside and an inside, that we are not
affected all the way to the mddle of the country.

| hadn't intended to say —to nake
any coments today, but listening to the flow, I'd
like to share sone recollections, particularly about
a man nanmed Al Alm who had a vision that nearly
bankrupt ed and stopped the true cleanup of the
Hanford site, along with other sites. The
relati onship of Hanford on this issue to Portsmth,
where they do the final packaging for the U —
pl utoni um 238, is such that the —Al Alm had nmade a
deal that that site should be cleaned up in ten
years, so that they could go to Congress and say,
"We've really been doing sonething.” Well, that was
going to be the Fast Flux Test Facility, and a new

approach to processing.
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The —let ne look at ny notes. Oh,
yes. It would be inportant in your —excuse ne;
"1l leave off there. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Yes, ma'am right here. | pron se
|"mcomng to the back there eventually, here.

STATEMENT OF NANCY KORB

M5. NANCY KORB: My nane is Nancy
Korb, and | reside in Vancouver, Washi ngton.

In the 1970s, ny father was one of
t he plunbers and pipefitters who hel ped build the
Fast Flux Test Facility at Hanford. M father
retired in 1986. In 1996, he started show ng signs
of Al zheimer's disease. He's now confused and very
forgetful. However, | amnot forgetful.

The U. S. Departnent of Energy entered
into the Tri-Party Agreenment with the U S
Environnental Protection Agency and the State of
Washi ngton in 1989. The agreenent was that Hanford
woul d be cl eaned up of its dangerous radioactive
wast es.

In 1990, then-Washi ngton Gover nor
Boot h Gardner appointed ne to the Nucl ear Waste
Advi sory Council, upon which | served for three

years. The last two years, | was the chairperson of
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the Transportation Subcommttee. During that tine,
the council net every other nonth. W |istened to
I ong | ectures, to discussions of how highly —of
how hi ghly radi oactive liquid wastes woul d be
stabilized to stop themfrom |l eaking their deadly
brew into the ground, and ultimately the ground
water to the Colunbia River. Every two nonths we
woul d hear the next chapter of how they were trying
to characterize —i.e., find out exactly what m x
of radi oactive substances were in the tanks, and
what to do about them Many tanks were | eaking
t hen, and even nore are | eaki ng now.

There has been little significant
cl eanup at Hanford, particularly of the deadly tank
wastes. To even consider restart of the Fast Flux
Test Facility is insanity, mainly because it would
create nore high-level radioactive waste. Wen the
prom se of cleanup through the Tri-Party Agreenent
has made so little headway, how can anyone even
consi der restart of another high-Ievel radioactive
wast e producer?

Sone people —sone people try to
tell us that the FFTF should be restarted to obtain
nmedi cal isotopes for doing nuclear medicine scans

and so on. M education was in radiologic
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technol ogy, X-ray technology. For over twenty years
| taught radiology. Today, in order to have a very
up-to-date report, | called two of the |argest
Portl and hospitals, and | was inforned by their
nucl ear mnedi ci ne departnents that they are having no
difficulty whatsoever obtaining isotopes. | then
called the | ocal supplier of isotopes, who |ikew se
reported no problemat all in obtaining the —in
neeting the needs of its custoners.

W've talked for a little bit, and
only tal ked about the four nbst commonly used
i sotopes, and they are iodine-131 and xenon which
we obtain froma foreign country, Canada. And
thallium 123 and galliumconme from St. Louis,
M ssouri .

| haven't forgotten, and each person
here should not forget that the U S. Departnent of
Energy signed an agreenent to clean up the high-
| evel radioactive waste at Hanford. W sinply
cannot all ow consideration for creating any nore
until cleanup is —has taken place, of what's
al ready there.

The truth is that the Departnent of
Ener gy does not know what to do with the liquid tank

wast es, and as nore single- and/or doubl e-shell
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tanks begin to | eak, nore waste is being pushed
t hrough the aquifers to the Colunbia River. Don't
forget, this is no tine to start maki ng nore high-
| evel waste.

The Fast Flux Test Facility nust not
be restarted.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you; appreciate it.

Yes, sir.

STATEMENT OF GAYLORD PEARSALL

MR. GAYLOR PEARSALL: Yes; ny nane is
Gayl ord Pearsall. | live in northeast Portl and.
|"m here tonight to protest restarting the Fast Fl ux
reactor at Hanford.

The Col d War m ght be over, but this
| egacy lives on in our air, in our soil, our water,
and our bodies. Hanford Reservation is a ness, for
whi ch the Departnent of Energy is both cul pabl e and
responsi ble. Your only activity there in the future
should be to clean it up to the best of your
ability.

O special concern are all those
| eaki ng tanks which are polluting the groundwat er
—contrary to your official statenents, | believe,

in the Col unbia River today.
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Hanford has and continues to poi son a
| arge chunk of the Pacific Northwest and its
i nhabitants. Now you're considering producing
pl ut oni um 238, which is hundreds of tines nore
dangerous than the sufficiently |ethal plutonium
239. Are you insane? The technical ability to
create this substance does not translate to the
ability to control or contain it. And it is
t horoughly arrogant to believe you can. Accidents
have and will continue to happen.

For the sake of ny descendants and
the future of this planet, do not restart the Fast
Flux reactor. Stop the insanity now.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

kay, I"'mgoing all the —I prom sed
to go all the way to the back here, so you have to
wal k all the way —the gentleman in the blue shirt
here. Yeah, thanks.

STATEMENT OF MARK ARI ENSO

MR. MARK ARI ENSO Yeah, ny nane is
Mark Arienso. | live in north Portland.

And earlier someone brought up the
idea of an Alternative 5, and | think it's a

great idea, and so | propose that the FFTF be
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per manent|y deactivated and there be no nucl ear
research and devel opnent and i sotope production
facility, infrastructure, in the United States.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Okay. Just getting
alittle feedback; it's probably me. The gentleman
here in the yellowtie; it's easy to pick out.

STATEMENT OF BI LL MEADE

PUBLI C SAFETY RESOURCES AGENCY

MR. BILL MEADE: Hi, can you hear nme?
Good. My nane is Bill Meade, and |I'mrepresenting
the Public Safety Resources Agency. And this is
just verbal comrents here.

First of all, I want to thank all the
Oregoni ans here tonight. Qur voices and witten
comments need to send a cl ear nessage to the
Department of Energy that the PEIS needs to consider
all issues related to these proposals, instead of
sinply being limted to an extrenely narrow field of
study. Wth respect to Hanford, that neans we nust
address all potential inpacts of these operations
m ght have, not nerely focus on a single FFTF
conponent of the process.

When you | ook at art, you | ook at the
entire object, not just a single pixel of color.

This is how we nust approach this PEIS, with an open
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and inclusive view of all aspects and ram fications,
not only of the FFTF, but also of potential fuel and
target transportation and fabrication, and also the
reprocessing that will be needed to recover the
product of the reactor's runs, and the overal
health and safety inpacts of those individual and
i nt egrat ed conmponent projects and processes.

We need to be very clear about this,
because the Departnent of Energy and its contractors
have repeatedly denonstrated that they do not
understand sinple verbal and witten comments from
peopl e who don't agree with their prograns on their
fast track. Those of you who nonitored the TPA
neeting at Hood River a few nonths ago m ght be
surprised to learn that the Departnent's contractor
stated: “Public opinion favored restarting the
FFTF.”

Anyone —anyone who attended that
nmeeti ng knows better, but this is how the official
record now appears.

There are only —there are several
reasons for this msrepresentation, but 1'Il focus
on only two of the nobst prom nent concerns.

The first major concern is the fact

t hat persons who have vested financial interests in
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continuing Hanford's production operations, instead
of cleaning up their ness, were bused into Hood
Ri ver, as they were to other hearings, workshops,
and national dial ogues, and they essentially packed
the hearing. | call these aliens “Oregon's three-
hour inmm grants” because they have been bused in
fromthe Tri-Cty area of Washington state to spend
three hours at Oregon hearings, so they could use
our time instead of allow ng Oregonians to speak.

Many persons who shoul d have really
been heard, local famlies |like these fol ks over
here, had to | eave the hearing early because —
wi t hout speaking, because it was a school night and
they had to get the kids into bed. | say this to
our three-hour inmgrants: “Let's hear what
Oregoni ans have to say, and don't try to steal our
hearing. Now, we can't do anything about that
organi zed tactic, but we can do better at speaking
for ourselves.”

The second main reason for the
Departnment's failure to accurately report our
testinmony is that those who oppose a specific
project do not use the magi c words that nust be
included in oral or witten comments. |f you don't

i nclude the magi ¢ words, your coments are | unped
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into an "other" category. These comments are
essentially discarded, which nmakes it nuch easier
for the Department of Energy to produce a 1990s
version of the Silent Majority to support its
progr ans.

Now, nmy witten coments will address
specific issues, and |I'm sure that other speakers
will do that. But there are three points that |
want to nmake about this particular restart of the
FFTF reactor.

Accel erators versus reactors. One of
t he overwhel m ng safety advantages of using an
accelerator is the speed at which the process can be
stopped in the event of an unforeseen event. This
is called accidents. Gkay? Unlike nuclear fission
reactors, when you shut the electrical power off to
an accelerator, the machine i nmedi ately stops, the
tenperature rapidly cools to anbient levels. And in
a fission reactor, the residual heat may require
several days to reach a level that permts close-up
wor k by energency personnel .

Second is high-level |iquid waste.
|f FFTF if used to produce plutoniumfor space
m ssions, the project will require a conmponent

programto separate and recover the plutoniumfrom
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the irradiated projects —or targets. This wll
produce new waste streans of |iquid high-Ievel
radi oactive and chem cal waste. These wastes woul d
be added to the current volune of waste that Hanford
has been producing for the past fifty-five years,
and whi ch have been | eaking into the groundwater
bel ow the site.

" m al nost through. W' ve got ten
m nutes; we're an organi zation. Ckay.

Any responsi bl e and honest —you
want nme to go into that? —PEIS shoul d address the
effects of reprocessing. But the Departnment doesn't
want to include reprocessing inthis PEIS. It
consi ders reprocessing to be a separate action, to
be exam ned sonetine in the next mllennium

To give you an idea of the magnitude
of the wastes that reprocessing could produce,
i nformation taken from Hanford' s budget data and
PNNL studi es showed that every pound of plutonium
recovered by the Purex plant in 1984 generated
approxi mately 4, 138,322 gallons of high-level liquid
radi oactive waste. In 1984, Purex produced 2,204
pounds of plutonium So no one, and no gover nment
agency can responsibly state that these questions
should wait until after the reactor begins

oper at i ons.
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Incidentally, in addition to that
vol une of high-level liquid wastes, several other
waste streans were created and caused w despread
contam nation, both on and off the reservation.

Last point: an inpartial peer review
of the Departnent's findings. This should be a
critical conmponent of any process, because the
Department of Energy has always failed to keep its
prom ses of working with other agencies and abi di ng
by their agreenents. 1In a 1987 congressional
heari ng about converting Hanford' s WPPSS-1 reactor,

t he Departnent and others with vested comerci al

i nterests supported an unsafe reactor nodification
even though their own internal peer review conmttee
said that it could produce a small nucl ear expl osion
i nside the reactor.

Witten and verbal comunications
with the Departnent places Hanford's FFTF as a fast-
track option of choice for a production run of
anot her thirty-five years. |If you call the PEIS
information line, it is the only reactor
specifically nanmed, and the dial ogue has been
carefully structured to financially favor its

restart. Based on their past history of
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mani pul ati on, we sinply cannot trust the Departnent
and Tri-Cities to honestly protect Oregon's health
and safety.

The official comrent period closes on
Cct ober 31st, 1999. Be clear in stating what issues
you want the PEIS to address. Send your witten
comments to the scope of the PEIS directly to the
Departnment. We have their nunber; | have that
information for you if you need it.

| have two other points that were —
that | think | should address, one about the nedical
i sotopes’ farce. GCkay. W ratified NAFTA, and so
let's take a | ook at Canadi an sources here.
Canada's CANDU reactors can produce these materi al s.
Now, | made a research trip in 1998 and spoke with
officials at AECL, AECB, and Ontario Hydro. They
are very interested in selling irradiation services
to the United States, and they are now conpl eting
the construction of two reactors specifically
desi gned to produce nedi cal isotopes.

Now, the fol ks next door, the Nucl ear
Medi cal — Medi ci ne Research Council, are very
know edgeabl e about all this informati on. However,
even though they expect an 8 to 17 percent increase

in what they need, they don't have a baseline as
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far as what they need right now How can you do
that? you know, "Ch, yeah, we needed sonething,"”
you know, but that's it.

One other, final point, and this is
about accessibility of our hearings —or neetings,
since this isn't a hearing. Some of us live here in
Portl and, which nmeans we're not going to spend the
night at the hotel on an expense account, nor do we
have chartered buses to deliver us to the front
door. This hotel is not convenient for nass
transit, and it doesn't allow for | ow cost parking.
The last time | had to pay for downtown parking to
attend one of your neetings, it cost $26. It's a
good bet that for —the three-hour inmmgrants who
were bused into that nmeeting fromHanford paid | ess
totry to steal our hearing. Now, the office,
Oregon Ofice of Energy, probably could suggest a
better location for future neetings to inprove
public attendance. Those fol ks are good at
scheduling neetings and are truly open to the
public. Nowif you fail to do this, it further
damages your credibility, and will be another
i ndication that the Departnent really doesn't want

public participation in this process.
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| have to conform sone notes, and
then 1'Il give you a copy.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

MR BILL MEADE: O | can include it
with my witten technical analysis.

THE FACI LI TATOR:. (Ckay, whatever
you'd like to do on that. Ckay.

MR BILL MEADE: 1'Ill send it in.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.

"1l give our court reporter a chance
to catch up there. 1'Il pick you, sir, since |
stepped on your foot earlier as | went out there, so
—sorry about that.

STATEMENT OF JOHN BOLAND

MR. JOHN BOLAND: M nane is John
Boland. I'ma Tri-Gtian. |[|'ve lived in the
Tri-Cities for alnost thirty years. | have to admt
I"min the process of noving to the Vancouver area.

| notice that after thirty years in

the Tri-Cties, | don't have as nmuch hair as | had
when | noved in there. | think it's the nukes.
The interesting thing about —I am

not one of the “three-hour inmm grants” because | am
nmoving to Vancouver. |1’m also, not on an expense

account; all of ny expenses are paid by ne.
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This nmeeting is held in southeastern
—or in northwestern Oregon, | think with the idea
of al so serving southeastern Washi ngton. You can
al nost throw a rock and hit Washington from here. |
think the idea was to take testinony from
Washi ngt oni ans.

Just saying sonmething's so over and
over and over again doesn't make it so. A nunber of
years ago there was a major nuclear incident at a
production facility, | believe, it's a weapons
reproduction or nuclear fuel reprocessing plant
called Wnskill, a long tinme ago, in Britain. And
at that tine there were an awful | ot of people
showed up, anti-nuclear, pro-nuclear type of folKks.
And they had the foresight in Britain to include in
their procedure a blue-ribbon panel of experts —
say for instance, people fromthe National Acadeny
of Science, the National Acadeny of Engi neering on
this side —and when sonebody nade just an
enotional statenent about the issue, that wasn't
particul arly exam ned, but when sonebody trotted out
sone sort of a fact, saying it over and over again,
making it nore and nore of a fact, |ike "C eanup
funds are going to be taken away from Hanford," they

—or they made sone other scientific statenent,
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they had to pass nuster before this blue-ribbon
panel. And a whole |ot of themwent through sone
very intense testinony, and decided not to come back
for any further exam nation by these people. |
woul d urge the Departnment of Energy to incorporate
sonme sort of a scientific panel, again along the
lines of the National Acadeny of Sciences or the
Nat i onal Acadeny of Engi neering, to reviewthe
sci ence, pseudoscience, junk science, enotional
science sort of statenents, sift through them and
publish their findings on those particular things.

| would rem nd people there's a | ot
of ancient history going on that we in the
Tri-Cities are living with, having to do with
cleanup. If it weren't for Hanford's contribution
to the Manhattan Project, this particular hearing,
if it was able to be held at all, the official
| anguage m ght have been Japanese, Chinese, or
Russian. W are living with sonething today that
was —it was done as an expediency to end a war.
You may disagree with nme, and you can have your
chance to say it. Now, that was done at the tine
wi th an expediency to end a war.

W're living with the probl ens today

of nuclear waste up there, and I'mgoing to tell al
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of you people, fromthis three-hour conmuter, that
this may be your backyard. This river also runs
right by ny front yard; it's in ny front room And
if we perceive anything going sideways up there with
t he Departnent of Energy with safety issues,
financial issues, |lack of cleanup funds, we are the
front line of defense. |It's going to nmake it
t hrough our front yards and |living roons before it
makes it down here.

So | suggest that there be some kind
of a bond built with the factual and the scientific
folks that aren't just involved with nuclear energy
and nedi cal isotopes up there. There's lots of
fol ks that can give a |ot of other types of
information, an alternative view of what's
happeni ng.

Agai n, just saying something over and
over and over again does not nake it a science —a
fact, and doesn't make it scientifically defensible.

Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER  You sai d science?

THE FACI LI TATOR. Let's —thank you;
appreciate it. Thanks.

" mgoing all the way back here.

Comments —cone right here, yes. Sure.
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STATEMENT OF ANN FRYE

M5. ANN FRYE: M/ nane is Ann Frye.
live in Portland, and I'"'ma mdwife. And as a
mdw fe, | know that in the nmedical profession
there's a huge amount of focus on the detection and
t he managenent of problens, health conditions, so
forth. And as a mdw fe, ny focus was al ways on
preventing problens. And | think we have to wench
ourselves away fromthe inmediate crisis of the fact
that we have so many cancer patients today, and try
to prevent a 100 percent cancer rate tonorrow.
W have to get a long-termview, and we have to
start protecting what's left of our environnent.
Any support of nuclear energy has to be consi dered
in ternms of the long-term

What are we going to do with the
waste? There's nothing to do with it. | didn't
hear you present anything about what to do with it.
You did say, peripherally, that you were going to
start —you were going to continue to work on
cl eanup. But how are you going to clean it up?
Nobody knows how to clean it up. And we just have
to take a long view and work toward a sustai nabl e
energy source, which is where the Departnent of

Energy really needs to put its tine and effort.
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

| went to all the way to the back,the
lady —I'mgoing to be very specific —wth
the brown purse on, that | thought —who got half
way here last tinme; | sent back. So we'll go to her
and then —

STATEMENT OF SHELLEY SI MONE

M5. SHELLEY SIMONE: | really wasn't
in the back of the room Shall | cone up here?
Thank you.

My nanme is Shelley Sinone, and I'ma
menber of the Oregon Hanford Waste Board, and have
been since its inception about thirteen years ago.
|"mal so co-vice-chair of the Hanford Advisory
Board, the site-specific advisory board at Hanford.
And | chair the Environnental Restoration Commttee,
whi ch | ooks at soil and groundwat er contam nation
on site. | say this tonight, not because |I'm
speaki ng on behal f of any of those organizati ons,
but to underscore sone of the know edge that | have
and the concerns that I'mcarrying with ne this
evening to this issue.

There's trenmendous uncertainty on
site with what's going on in groundwater and what's
going on in the soil, where the waste is, how much

there is, and how the heck we're going to contain it
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site on this continent. W have an obligation, this
country does, a noral obligation to clean up the
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservati on.

If we don't rectify the environnental
damage, it will do nothing but damage all of us
physically in the future. It will take away the
livelihoods of everyone who lives here in the
Northwest. | guarantee it.

|'ve seen risk-based deci sion
docunents at Hanford that discount our children's
lives as a nortgage in the out-years. |Is that the
intent of the FFTF start-up? WII we see that al so?
| won't buy it.

Senator Smith and Senator Wden both
voted for the ratification of the Test Ban Treaty.
| think that Oregon should be very proud, and is
very fortunate to have such visionary |eaders at the
helm And | think that all of us here tonight need
to et them know that we support their efforts and
that we need themto support keeping FFTF on a track
of decontam nation and deconm ssi oni ng.

Qur country continues, though, to
threaten the stability of the world by refusal to
ratify this treaty, and our Congress really bends to

the will of what is a rogue mlitary in this
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country. W've sent depleted —we've |eft depleted
urani umin Kosovo, we've left it in the Gulf,
Persian Gulf. W' ve poisoned the honel and of people
that we're supposedly supporting.

| think we've got to keep sight of
the prize here in the Northwest, and the prize is
cl eanup of Hanford. | don't think we can ever
retreat fromthat m ssion

| think the Northwest has paid its
dues to the Cold War cause, and it's a cause that is
now bankrupt. | think that we need to focus on
stabilization and renediation, and that's it.

| want to speak also to the issue of
the nedical isotopes. It's certainly under debate
right now. Three sunmers ago, when DCE abrogated
the TPA m | estones for decontam nation and cl eanup,
decomm ssioning of FFTF, to put it on a standby
status. The Oregon Hanford Waste Board asked for
an explanation of this decision, and Terry Lash cane
out from Headquarters in D.C. to field our
guestions. | asked himquite specifically what
DCE's comm tnent was to nedical isotopes, and he
very sinply said, "None." And | truly believe that
that is the issue today: there really is not a

commtnment to it, and | think that people need to
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seriously consider what is behind this scoping
that's going on at this point for opening up this
issue. | think that economcally it's a
guesti onabl e goal, and opening FFTF on the back of
that belief is really folly.

Qur governnent has told us —has
commtted to privatization efforts in this country,
and | believe that if there are —there is a
potential for nedical isotopes, that we need to see
that happen in a contractual situation. W live in
a contractual world. | cannot believe that we
cannot | ook to the private —to private services.

We do that in the laundry service, certainly at
Hanford, and in privatization of the vent plants and

the cl eanup of the —of the high-level waste from

t he tanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds or
so.

M5. SHELLEY SI MONE: Pardon?

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds or
so.

M5. SHELLEY SIMONE: Thirty seconds?
THE FACI LI TATOR  Yeah.
MS. SHELLEY SIMONE: Okay. This PEIS

is not conprehensive. It needs to state a m ssion.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

93
Need —clearly, it needs to present other options.
And one exanple is that very one of privatization of
production of needed isotopes. | don't see a
conpel ling need for the FFTF' s restart.

Certainly, the waste disposition is a
big one, This waste could not go —the waste that
coul d be generated fromthe FFTF start-up coul d not
go to the waste isolation pilot plant. It is not
eligible for Yucca Mountain. Yucca Muntain is
full, if it ever becones a waste site. It would be
a burden to the Hanford Nucl ear Reservati on.

Fifteen tons is not insignificant, an insignificant
amount. 1'Il leave it at that.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

M5. SHELLEY SI MONE: Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Going all the way
to the back here, so — Just waiting for ny court
reporter to try and keep —caught up.

STATEMENT OF JENNI FER ALDRI CH
PHYSI CI ANS FOR SOCI AL RESPONSI Bl LI TY, OREGON CHAPTER

M5. JENNI FER ALDRICH M nane is
Jennifer Aldrich. |I'mrepresenting the Oregon
Chapter of Physicians for Social Responsibility.
|"d like to read a resolution that was passed by our
nati onal organi zation that represents over 15,000

physi ci ans and concerned citizens nationw de.
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"Whereas two primary concerns of
Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility are |long-term
public and environnental health, and addressing the
Col d War | egacy of nucl ear weapons production and
testing,

"And whereas nucl ear wastes at the
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservation, generated by nucl ear
weapons production and conprising two thirds of the
nation's burden of high-Ievel nuclear waste,
threaten gl obal | ong-term public and environnent al
heal t h;

"And whereas the Tri-Party Agreenent
bet ween the Washi ngton State Departnment of Ecol ogy,
the U S. Departnent of Energy, and the Environnental
Protection Adm nistration nmakes cl eanup, not nucl ear
weapons or any other production resulting in further
contam nation, the legal m ssion of Hanford Nucl ear
Reservati on

"And whereas the Fast Flux Test
Facility has been deened inappropriate for mnedical
i sotope production by the Institute of Medicine in
its 1995 report 'lsotopes for Medicine and the Life
Sci ences’ ;

"Therefore, be it resolved that

Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility opposes the
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restart of the Fast Flux Test Facility for any
production m ssion, and supports the urgent cleanup
m ssion of the Hanford Nucl ear Reservation, as a
prescription for disaster prevention for generations
to cone."

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you. Thanks.

Let's go right here, sure.

MR BOB SCHENTER: Can | use the —

THE FACI LI TATOR No; we're just up
here.

STATEMENT OF BOB SCHENTER
AMERI CAN NUCLEAR SOCI ETY OF EASTERN WASHI NGTON

MR. BOB SCHENTER: |'m Bob Schenter.
|"mrepresenting the American Nucl ear Society —

THE FACI LI TATOR [ adj usting
m crophone]: How s that?

MR. BOB SCHENTER: |'m Bob Schenter.
| represent the Anerican Nucl ear Society of Eastern
Washi ngton. And | want to tal k about, again, this
i ssue of nedical isotope production at FFTF. And
it's extrenely inportant.

There have been a nunber of recent
advances that I1'd like to point out as part of ny

presentation, and also to request issues that should
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be addressed in the environnental inpact statenent.

The —what I'd like to showin —
recently an article about a young lady —in the
recent article in Good Housekeeping, April 1999,
about a young | ady that had non-Hodgkin's | ynphoma,
treated with yttrium90. She had a friend that
coul d not be treated because the isotopes were not
available. This is in the article of the trial.
And
so there was a limted anmount of the yttrium90 for
this trial.

Recently there's been, every year now
—in the last three years, in the treatnent of
heart disease at Scripps in San Diego, in
Washi ngton, D.C. progranms, over 500 MDs attending,
with the —with the recent results in using nedical
i sotopes for the treatnment of heart disease. | have
here an exanpl e of where a study was stopped because
of non-availability —or because they could not
produce for the treatnment of non-Hodgkin's |ynphons,
a cancer study was stopped because of the |ack of
avai l ability of enough isotope. Copper-67 is a
different one; it's one they don't produce in
Canada.

I'd like to make a remark about the

comment on Canada. The Canadi an reactors are
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focusi ng on di agnostic-type isotopes. The size of
the reactors are not |arge enough to produce

t herapeutic isotopes, which is the wave of the
future. Therapeutic isotopes require much | arger
anmount s.

And | welcome —I wel cone that we
interact with the Physicians for Soci al
Responsibility and really find out, is there a
shortage of isotopes? W'd love to interact with
you and really answer that question. There are a
nunber of physicians in the Seattle area, as |I'd
menti oned for prostate cancer. They cannot treat
prostate cancer with seeds from i odi ne-125 and
pal | adi um 103. There's exanpl es of success in
treati ng non-Hodgkin's | ynphoma and many forns of
cancer .

Finally, I'd like to read a statenent
froma young |l ady, Sarah Z., fifteen years old, with
non- Hodgki n's | ynphona. And the point of this is,
we've gone a |long way. W need inproved nedi cal
treatments. She says, quote, "No way do | want to
go through chenot herapy again. | want to try the
"smart bullet' approach.”™ There's lots of roomfor
i nprovenent in the treatnent of these major

di seases, cancer, arthritis, and heart di sease.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

98

Let's —with NEIS, let's join
together, Dave and I, let's nake —let's find out.
Can accel erators produce enough for every hospital
in the United States? M hospital in Richland
cannot afford a cyclotron; costs too nmuch. W want
to be able to produce for every hospital in the
United States, nmake it avail able, the best
treatnents for all these diseases. And if nedica
i sotopes are the way to go, then we have to | ook at
that very carefully. That's the inportance of the
ElIS. But let's do it quantitatively. Let's
cal cul ate the nunbers, find out how nany cases we've
got to treat, how many isotopes we've got to nake,
see if Dave's right, see if I"'mright. 1'd be happy
to work with him or work with any group that's
willing to sit down and do the cal cul ati ons, and not
guess at what the answer is. That's part of the
pur pose of the EIS.

Finally, I'd |ike the Departnent of
Energy to include sonething that's extrenely
important, in ny mnd, was brought up before. And
that is, if you shut down this facility, do a
cal cul ation of how many lives mght be lost. Now,
this is not such a hard —in nmy mnd, it's as easy

as doing the calculations of a very |ow probability
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accident. W know how many peopl e die of these
di seases, we know of the progress, so that should be
included in the EIS.

Al so, the cost savings to the
Medi care program Cancer costs —costs us over
$100 billion. |If FFTF can even do a fraction of
that or reduce those costs, that's a very inportant
i ssue.

That's all. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Ri ght here with the —thanks.

STATEMENT OF MARLENE CLI VER
NATI ONAL ASSOCI ATI ON OF CANCER PATI ENTS

M5. MARLENE OLIVER M nane is
Marl ene AQiver. |1'mhere today representing the
Nati onal Association of Cancer Patients,
representing cancer patients in Portland, Beaverton,
Her mi ston, Bend, Silverton, Hillsboro, and Sal em
The information you are about to hear comes from
docunentation fromthe Center for Di sease Contro
in Atlanta, fromthe Anerican Cancer Society, from
the National Institutes of Health, fromthe National
Cancer Institute, from Medicare, fromthe Health
Care Finance Adm nistration, and from published

revi ewed papers of studies in nedical journals.
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| would like to just do a brief
comment initially. | have had over twenty years
experience in the medical field. M specialty is
i ntroduci ng new nedi cal technol ogi es to physicians.
Most physicians are not aware of what |'m about to
tell you; | would say greater than 90 percent.

| would also like to preface this
stat enent by asking you, please do not dismss
cancer patients. Over half a mllion cancer
patients die every year; 1,500 every day. This is
t he equivalent of three fully | oaded Boeing 747s
crashing to the ground and killing everyone on board
every day. This is not an insignificant inpact to
this country, or to the people of O egon.

And I'"mgoing to share a few stories
with you. Three out of four people in this room
three out of four famlies, will be affected by
cancer in one way or another. Nearly one in two nen
and nearly one in three fermales will devel op cancer.
Every hour in this country a child is diagnosed,
devel ops cancer. Please have conpassion for these
patients.

l"mgoing to start with prostate
cancer, since it's been brought up before. Prostate

cancer patients, many of them have a choice. They
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can either be treated with tiny radi oactive seeds
inmplanted into their prostate, or they can have
surgery. In the literature, the generally accepted
conplication rate of patients having prostate
surgery to renove their cancer is 50 percent. One
of —one of two nales will devel op either inpotence
or incontinence.

A year and a half ago, CGeorge, from
right here, had the choice of seed inplants or
surgery. Surgery requires an average four- to
seven-day stay in the hospital, and a painful six-
week recovery.

Jerry was nore fortunate. A year and
a half ago, when this treatnent becane avail abl e,

t he FDA approved it for the general public, he opted
to have inplant seeds done in a procedure that takes
about an hour, and the conplication rate is
basically boredom People with surgery don't have
that | uxury.

Just recently, a patient in Seattle
wote that he was deni ed nedical seed inplants
because of a shortage of palladium 103 and
pal | adi um 125 i sotopes. These are what is used
today to fill these seeds.

The results from seed i nplants and
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the results fromsurgery right now are about the
same; however, ny expertise as a consultant for new
nmedi cal technol ogi es shows a new i npl ant seed on the
horizon that will work better than surgery.

CGeorge, again from Seattle, e-mailed
he was denied this treatnment because of a one-year
back-order. Good nedical manufacturers who supply
Iife-support treatnents al ways have redundancy of
supply. In this country, there is not even an
initial supply to give sone of these isotopes that
doctors are asking for.

| have in ny files, and if the
Department of Energy would like it —I know, |ike I
said, nost of the doctors are not aware of this —I
have a letter fromthe Radi ol ogi cal Society of North
Anmerica, which as 30,000 nmenbers that deal wth
nmedi cal isotopes and radiation every day,
conpl aining that they cannot get the isotopes they
need for research projects or to treat their
patients.

|"mgoing to tell you about Lisa, who
is thirty years old, she's engaged to be marri ed,
and she lives right here in Beaverton, Oregon. She
devel oped bil e duct cancer. She could not tolerate

chenot herapy, and this treatment was stopped.
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Recently, she asked Virginia Mason to be included in
a study on nedical isotopes. Her cancer has stil
since spread to her ovary and to her liver. Wen
she called Virginia Mason to be enrolled, they told
her that the research was stopped because they ran
out of noney.

In a simlar trial in Hllsboro,
Oregon, for bone cancer pain —and bone cancer
occurs in about 30 percent of cancer patients with
prostate cancer and breast cancer; cancer nobves.
This study again was stopped for |ack of research
spendi ng. The National Association of Cancer
Patients asks the Departnent of Energy to see about
maki ng these i sotopes available to the nedical
community at no charge for treating sonme of our
si ckest patients.

Many of these isotopes are not
avai l abl e, and can only be nmade in large reactors
such as FFTF. | will give you an exanple. The nost
comon i sotopes that doctors use is iodine-131. The
i odi ne-131 that they are getting right nowis |ess
than 10 percent pure. The isotope that doctors
would Iike to get is a purified, high-specific
activity formthat can be made in a reactor such as

FFTF.
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Cancer patients don't care where
their nmedicine cones from Their famlies don't
care where their nedicine comes from They just
want their cancer to be gone. And the goal of the
Nati onal Associ ation of Cancer Patients is to
elimnate the disease the first tine.

Many questions were brought up as to
"How are we going to pay for all this?" WlIl, I'm
going to share sonme Medicare figures with you

By using just prostate cancer as an
exanple to start, by having just 5 percent of
prostate cancer patients inplanted instead of going
t hrough surgery, Medicare would save a m ni num of
$800 mllion per year, because surgery obviously is
much nore expensive than doing inplant seeds, which
t akes about an hour.

We don't want to | eave these nen
i npotent, we don't want to | eave themincontinent —
or |ike George says, "I still want to be able to
make | ove to you"; that's what he told his wfe.
And he said, "And | don't want to wear a diaper the
rest of ny life." Tomhad prostate surgery in 1992,
fromright here, and he's been wearing a di aper ever
since, because these seeds were not w dely

avai | abl e.
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We' || tal k about breast cancer.
Breast cancer —this gentleman referred to the
i sot ope copper-67. Wen the Departnent of Energy
cut off the supply of copper-67 by closing the
reactor that was producing it, breast cancer
patients that were responding to this treatnent had
to be sent hone. And doctors still can't believe
they can't get this isotope.

To show you about the prom se of
nucl ear nedicine, I'"'mjust going to read a statenent
fromone of these researchers on breast cancer. He
says —and this is Dr. Mansfield from Phil adel phi a.
He's tal king about how i sotopes work: "Simlar to
the seeds used to zap prostate cancer where the
tumor was, this gives an i medi ate cl ose-range hit
to any cancer cells that may remain. These inplants
can nean that the patient can keep her breast and
still have the sanme chances of survival and the sane
chances of local control as they would with
mastectony. In this country, the majority of wonen
are still having their breasts renoved on the basis
of all the evidence that we have, that should not be
t he case.”

| f the study on 10-117Min Hill sboro,

Oregon, for patients with advanced bone cancer could
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be continued by funding this research, Medicare
woul d save, if only half of these patients were
affected —but 75 percent of these patients go off
t heir norphine and see their cancer controlled
conpletely or alnost conpletely for a period of one
year, with a single injection.

The National Association of Cancer
Patients is asking the DOE to fund this research,
not a few dollars per patient, but several hundred
dol | ars per patient, because it cost in 1993 an
average of $15,000 to care for a dying cancer
patient. The National Association of Cancer
Patients asks the people in this roomto pl ease
wite to your senators, wite to your congressnen
This is a national health emergency. It deserves
our full attention and support.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Do you have a copy,
ma' am of —

M5. MARLENE OLIVER I'Ill send it in.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

And give our court reporter a chance
to catch up there. Okay. Yes, sir, here in the
blue. | amgoing to the edges, trust ne; | wll

conme to the edges there.
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STATEMENT OF ROBERT HEADLAND

MR. ROBERT HEADLAND: Yeah, ny nane
i s Robert Headland, and | live here in Portland,
Or egon.

In regards to what Bob said and the
| ady that just got through talking, the flip side of
that is, if we clean up what causes the cancer to
start with, we won't have that problem

You know, these Superfund sites —
we've got plenty of themin Oregon. You know, this
is right down here on Front Avenue. You know,
there's —and right downtown here there's all kinds
of these Superfund sites. Yet just think how many
lives we'd save if we would have started twenty

years ago, when we knew about these things.

You know, |'ve got friends that have
died; |I've had two cancer operations. | worked down
at Trojan. | worked on the intake at Trojan when

St. Helens blew up, cleaning out all the crap that
canme down the river fromHanford. You know, every
| ynmph gland in nmy body swelled up; | had big boils,
everything. You know, hey, address the issues, the
safety probl ens and health problens of the people
that are affected right now

You know, | had a son that had three
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operations before he died. He worked with ne,
construction, |aying pipeline through these things.
| worked through twenty-sone sites, you know, and
they're all toxic wastes and Superfund sites. Not a
dam person told us one thing about what was in the
ground, you know, and they knew about it. So hey,
cl ean up Hanford. You wouldn't have the people in
eastern Oregon dying of cancer. You wouldn't have
all the American Indians, Native Anericans dying.
You woul dn't have the twenty-six famlies up there
around Hanford that their famlies have died, and
birth defects and stuff. You know, "Better |iving
t hrough chem stry,” ny ass. You know, huh-uh, no.
Let's address the issues and the health deals before
we start building any nore of these things.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Thank you. Did you
have anything you want to hand in, sir? Did you
have anything you want to turn in to nme?

MR. ROBERT HEADLAND: Unl ess you want
to know all the Superfund stuff at Hanford and al
the toxic waste.

THE FACILITATOR It's up to you
Thanks. Ckay.

MR. ROBERT HEADLAND: | have a few
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medi cal bills that |I'm paying nyself.

THE FACI LI TATOR. No, thanks. Ckay,
t hank you.

|"mgoing all the way in the back in
the outside row. | assunme you don't think I'mtoo
short to see you back here.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: I n the front or way
back in the corner?

THE FACI LI TATOR |I'm novi ng through;
everyone gets to go, sure. Yeah, I'll be back.

STATEMENT OF MELI SSA FI NN

M5. MELISSA FINN:. My nane is Melissa
Finn, and | live in Portland. And I just want to go
on the record as being adamant|ly opposed to any
alternative that includes the restart of FFTF.

| am opposed to the production of
pl ut oni um for nedi cal isotopes, for space n ssions,
and for comrercial or civilian nucl ear production.
The danger of producing plutoniumis not worth the
risk posed to U S. citizens.

| have this picture that appeared in
The Oregonian. You guys m ght have seen it. It's
of people in full-bodied white suits when the spil
occurred in Japan. And if these are the suits that

you need to wear in order to be safe if a spil
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occurs, | want to know if the Departnent of Energy
is going to supply each person along the Col unbi a
Ri ver, every nman, wonan, and child, one of these
full -bodied suits in order to stay protected because
we're all at risk if something happens. And |I'm not
willing to take that risk, especially with ny tax
dol I ars.

And this is all | want to hand in.

And | just wanted to go on in saying
that 1'm adamantly opposed to anything that includes
the restart of FFTF.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Addi tional —the gentleman here in
t he white.

STATEMENT OF HAROLD ANDERSON

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON: | want to thank
DCE for the opportunity and the listening ear. W
name is Harold Anderson. 1've lived in R chland,
Washi ngton, for the last twenty-six years, but | was
born and raised in Seattle for twenty-two years,
educat ed from ki ndergarten through the University of
Washi ngton, Col |l ege of Electrical Engineering.

And at —upon ny graduation, |
received a job offer to work for Westinghouse

Hanf ord Conmpany, and mny full career has had —has
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been related to the Fast Flux Test Facility. And |
want to talk —touch on several topics: One is its
safety; a second is the econonmc savings; athird is
its ability to test the destruction of long-Ilived
radi oactive wastes, or at |east the process for
destroying it. Third [sic] is the anmount of spent
fuel waste that will be produced; and | ast, we' ve
heard from several people already today that it's
capabl e of saving lives through the production of
medi cal i sot opes.

| grewup in a famly in Seattle that
was in the funeral business. M dad wanted ne to be
a nmedical doctor. | did take sone bioengi neering
courses along with ny double-E curriculum But ever
since the sixth grade, when he took a dry cell and a
flashlight bulb and a pair of wires and connected a
closed circuit and | saw the light go on, | took an
interest in electricity instead. 1In the sixth
grade, Ravenna El enentary School, there was a
l'ibrary book called Building with Electronics by
Harry Zarche, and | read that and | earned how to put
together a crystal radio set. And |lo and behold, it
wor ked, and | wanted to find out nore. So that's
how | got started in electrical engineering.

These peopl e from personnel cane to
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the University of Washington, showed nme a cutaway
pi cture of the Fast Flux Test Facility. | didn't
really know a whole | ot about reactors. As a matter
of fact, it was a strange picture for ne to | ook at:
a contai nment vessel, about a one-third pie-shaped
pi ece cut out of it, lots of piping, a reactor
vessel. It was really a strange nmachine, and | was
wonderi ng why he wanted ne, as an el ectrical
engi neer, to go work on it, 'cause all | saw was a
| ot of nechanical struct- —or civil structure and
piping. But | figured, yeah, there had to be a | ot
of wires and light bulbs in that, so | figured |
woul d go and try working for themfor a coupl e of
years, see what it was |ike, maybe go back to the
nost livable city, Seattle, after that. | had a
friend from Spokane who said, "Well, if you' re going
to Tri-Cities, you knowit's a desert over there;
it's over 100 degrees in the summertinme, there's a
whol e I ot of contam nated waste at Hanford," and he
basi cally painted an unpl easant picture, and |
real ly was apprehensive about going there. Well,
when | got there, | was able to help do sone
devel opnent testing on sone two-story —

THE FACI LI TATOR: One minute.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON: —brand-new




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

113
stainl ess steel refueling machines that woul d sit
and rotate in the reactor head. And it turned out
to be a very clean experience. | was able to help
with start-up testing, ten years of operation. And
| found that the reactor was very safe to operate.
In fact, | was | eading sonme of the maintenance
activities that went on on top of the reactor head
while it ran at 400 negawatts, and the radi ati on was
very little above background radiation.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON:. Ckay; thirty
seconds, and | guess | better finish ny points.
That was just to say that it's a safe reactor.

| think when we tal k about saving $40
mllion a year, that's short-sighted. W should
| ook at the $1.5 billion that's been invested over
the life of that facility so far. To shut it down
is to throw away that nuch. The —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ten seconds.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON:. Eli m nati ng
| ong-lived waste is a matter of recycling them
through the fast flux of neutrons. That's sonething
| think should be added to the scope.

Anot her thing is, the 400-negawatt

operation of the reactor should be added to the
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scope. Just in case we can help clean up Hanford
wastes by —faster, by running it at 400 negawatts.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

MR. HAROLD ANDERSON:. Thank you for

the tine.
THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.
Yeah, we'll get you on here. Ckay.
STATEMENT OF SANDY POLI SHEK
M5. SANDY POLI SHEK: My nane is Sandy
Polishek, I live here in Portland, and | want to

speak to you tonight as a person who has been
treated for cancer.

Everyone who needs cancer treatnment
certainly deserves to get it. But what cancer
patients really want is to not have cancer, to have
not gotten cancer. | was born before the nuclear
i ndustry was, and in ny chil dhood, cancer was a very
rare occurrence. You really didn't hear about
anyone having it, except old people. You never
heard of children or young adults havi ng cancer.

The cancer rate has gone up nore than 300 percent
since the nuclear industry has conme into being. And
that is not a coincidence. It is not a mystery.

You do not have to be a scientist to

know t hat radi ati on causes cancer. Madame Curi e
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di ed of cancer, and we all know that, and we know
why she died. W know that the people who painted
t he nunbers on cl ocks to make them | um nous, before
t hey understood the dangers of radioactivity, died
of cancer. The epidem c of cancer that now reaches
nore than one in three was only one in ten when
was a child —and as | said before, it was old
people. It was cells that had grown old and didn't
have the ability that younger cells have, cells that
are under sixty, to deal with aberrations in cells.

This —the nuclear industry, it's a
very smart industry, in that it creates its own
custoners, in the need for these so-called isotopes.

As a former cancer patient, | am nuch
nore interested in cancer prevention, and | would
ask you to clean up Hanford, to honor your
commtnment, and not to create any additional waste
until there is no waste, zero waste at Hanford.

The reason that you have such —had
such a large turnout when the hour was early here,
| arger than Seattle, is because we are downriver
fromHanford. W here in Portland know what it is
doing to us. W know the river is radioactive. W
know the fish in that river are radioactive. And we

ask you to, in that PEIS —I| guess that's the magic
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words —1 find themflawed, and I want an option to
shut it down and speed up the cl eanup.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: W' ve been going at
this another hour and a half now W're going to
take a five-m nute break. W' re going to change
sone tapes here, and we'll be right back. GCkay?
Thanks.

(Recess, 9:47 p.m until 9:53 p.m)

THE FACI LI TATOR  (kay, thank you for
com ng back. I'mgoing to go quickly over here, the
gentl eman against the wall, and then I'I|l be over
here, and then we're going back quickly. And it is
now, | guess —what tine do you have there? Five
of 10:00, so —

STATEMENT OF GREG DE BRULER
MR. GREG DE BRULER: Good eveni ng.

My name is Geg de Bruler, and I"'mjust going to

talk from Geg de Bruler's perspective; |'m not
going to wear anybody's hat. |[|'ve worked on Hanford
i ssues for eleven years. |'mnot going to go into

nmy background; nost people know who | am and what |
do.
But one thing that |1've been very

concerned about is this process of this neeting.
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For the record, | amdisgusted. This is a
programmati ¢ scopi ng hearing —or neeting, quote,

"meeting." If we use the word "hearing,"” that neans
sonebody has to listen. | believe that Colette and
Shane are |istening; how could you not |isten?

But when it conmes down to naking a
decision on this, it won't be made in this room and
it won't be made on the opinions of everybody here.
We have people here telling us stories. | could
tell you stories. | can tell you about how | sat on
the Hanford Health Effects Subcomm ttee, and | had
nucl ear engi neers and | had the American Nucl ear
Soci ety say there's no higher incidence of cancer in
the Tri-Cities. WlIl, what are you conparing it
with? | could tal k about people who have died al ong
the Colunbia River. | could talk about people who
have fished on the Colunbia River and ate so nuch
fish that their children are deformed. | could tel
you all sorts of stories, but that's not why I'm
here.

| "' m here because | hope that the
Department of Energy is truly going to do sonething
that's right, make a decision. The Secretary of
Energy, Bill Richardson, unfortunately nmade a

deci sion that was a nondecision. He went to you
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and he said, "Oh, let's study this thing. This is a
political hot potato. |[|'ve had people fromthe Nuke
Society cone in here and twist my arm and we've got
to do sonething with this reactor, and | just don't
know what to do, so I'mgoing to study it to death.”
" m appal l ed that you're going to spend 8 to 15
mllion dollars studying this thing.

|"m appal led at the fact that you're

going to tell ne that you' re going to do, quote, "a
quality" —quantifiable, qualitative everything, do
all the little things you' ve got to do to make this
thing so valid, and you're going to have it out by
the end of next year. It's inpossible. |If you're
doing a progranmatic EIS on this, environnental

i npact statenent, you have to consider all the
potential effects on all sites of all production of
all waste streans.

One thing that you can't do in this
programmatic EI'S, because the homework hasn't been
done by the Departnment of Energy —and I'Il go into
technical stuff tomorrow night —is, you can't do
an assessnent of what your current risks are,
because you don't know. You don't know. Hanford

hol ds three-quarters of all the radioactivity in

this country on one site. W don't know how nuch
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waste we have in the vadose zone, and to nost
people, that's the ground. W don't know how fast
the contam nants are traveling. W won't even spend
noney to do a conprehensive assessnment on site.

The Departnent of Energy |ast year
got a proposal fromthe Tri-Party agencies, and they
agreed that they should do a $50 million, five-year
study of all the wastes that are at Hanford, to get
a handl e on how bad our problemis. W don't know.
| want you to do that for every site you're
including —every site. You need to do it for |NEL
and every other production facility that you're
using. You need to |ook at all the conprehensive
wastes that you have collectively. You have to | ook
at all the risks. You can't do a progranmmatic EI S
unl ess you do this properly. You have to know what
you' ve got short-term and then you have to know
what you're going to add to it, and |l ook at the
curmul ative potential inmpacts. You have to | ook at
the cost-benefit analysis all the way out, all the
way, life cycle costs till the very end of tinme, as
long as these materials remain intrinsically
hazardous. You can't do that; but, yet we're here.

You're spending 8 to 15 mllion

dollars —1| don't know what the real nunber is, so
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| just kind of throw it up there. Nobody's given us
a nunber; we've asked. And you're going to do an
envi ronnental inpact statenment that's going to do
one thing: you're going to get challenged in a
court of law, and you will be in court, and you wll
lose. So | ask you all, and | ask the Secretary of
Energy, to get off it.

If you want to cure cancer, do not
start up FFTF. If you want to nmake nedica
i sot opes, please build a brand-new |inear
accel erator at Hanford, a hundred m|lion bucks, a
hundred-fifty mllion bucks. And if you privatize
it, you' d probably get it cheaper than if the
government built it —maybe, maybe not. Operate it
for maybe $10 million a year. Build a linear
accelerator. G ve these people their cancer cure,
if that's what they want. But don't start a reactor
up at Hanford. Are you kidding? You can't even pay
for cl eanup.

So l'mreally appalled at this. And
| hope that you cone tonorrow to Hood River, and
hope you ask the people who have al ready spoken,
that want to tell their stories about all the sick
and dying people, to please not cone to Hood River.

| "' masking you: please don't come. They don't want




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

121
to hear you. They've heard you, they' ve seen you,
and they' Il be very upset if you cone and try to
take up their time to speak. These people want to
speak; they want to tell you what they think. W
aren't trying to not cure cancer, we're trying to
cl ean up the Hanford site.

And unfortunately, | have a rea
skepticismtonight. This programmatic EIS will end
up in a lawsuit, and that's unfortunate, because
when it does, we all lose. FFTF will then sit on
hol d for another year, another year, another year,
three years will tick by, $96 million will be spent,
and we all |ose.

G hone. Tell Bill Richardson to get
off it.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

MR. CGREG DE BRULER W nmade the
deci sion. Make the decision. Stand back to the
Tri-Party Agreenent, and do what you know is right.
Shut it down, and don't make any nore waste.

Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

Next we'll go to the —nma' am yeah.

STATEMENT OF NANCY LOU TRACY
M5. NANCY LOU TRACY: | think
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shoul d start out by saying that I'"'ma retired grade
school teacher. | care for children. | have five
child- —five grandchildren that | dearly | ove, and
am very much concerned about the century, com ng
century in which they're going to spend their lives
with the hazards that we've left, left for them
that we're unable to clean up. And that's probably
the basis for my thinking in this testinony.

| think probably you mght call it
Alternative 6 or sonmething like that. It is tine
now, at the century's end, to dispel the nyth that
nucl ear power has ever had any reason for com ng
into existence. Nuclear power is and al ways has
been unsafe, incredibly expensive, with the dirtiest
gar bage known on earth

A bigger fallacy, which should have
st opped devel opnment in its tracks, was the claim
t hat nucl ear power could be harnessed for peaceful
nmeans alone. So we end the century under the threat
of nuclear attack, |eave future generations a
nonstrous | egacy of |ethal garbage for which there
may never be a safe, permanent repository. Yet once
agai n, profit-seeking, short-sighted notives call us
to attention, to attendance.

Let's start being honest with one
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anot her. Qur experiment with nuclear fission should
have ended with the tragedy of Hiroshima and
Nagasaki. Instead, the econom c tunnel vision of
t he nucl ear power industry and those who woul d
partake of its profits have wantonly conprom sed the
air, the water, and the soil upon which all life
depends. How crazy can we get before we say
toget her "No nore"?

THE FACI LI TATOR. Ma'am did you want
to turn in a copy of that? Yeah, thanks. Ckay.
yeah, sure.

Ma' am right here.

STATEMENT OF CHERRY HOLENSTEI N

M5. CHERRY HOLENSTEIN. My name is
Cherry Hol enstein, 6141 Sout heast Steel.

| hear talk tonight about your
mssion. M mssionis to say “No” again to the
restart of the FFTF, to clean up the half century of
poi son created at this place with the strange nane
of "reservation."” Reserving what? Poisons for the
next one thousand years? Have we not had enough of
these Orwellian progranms with their euphem stic
nanmes?

They' re proposed as humani tari an

solutions. The opposition's concerns are seen as
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uncaring and/ or uneducated. Neither is true. It is
their care and intelligence that has conpelled this
crowd of people to attend these hearings ad nauseam
again and again, to say “No,” to say “No” to the
waste at Hanford, to say “No” to the start-up of
FFTF.

A few comments concerni ng remarks
made earlier. Senator Gorton's representative
remarked that cardi ovascul ar di sease is the nunber
one killer in the U S. She nmentioned that those
suffering need cutting-edge technol ogy such as this
expanded nucl ear energy research. |'d suggest
Senator Gorton utilize the studies done on diet; he
woul d find that our enphasis on animal products is
the |l argest contributor to cardi ovascul ar di sease.
Oregon's own Dr. Virgil Holst has done years of
study on this subject. His son died with Hodgkin's
di sease at the age of forty, and Dr. Virgil Holst is
suffering with cancer at present.

Col ette Brown nentioned cradl e-to-
grave cleanup. | find that ironic. For years, for
years, "cradle to grave" has been a slogan of those
here in Oregon trying to get universal health care.
And what we have is cradle-to-grave toxic waste. W
have toxic waste with no place to go. W have

peopl e needing health care with no place to go.
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And earlier it was nentioned about
the cancer, one in three, affecting one in three
now. When Ni xon was President, it was one in four,
one in five. And we seemto be concerned only with
how to take care of those cancer patients, and
what's mssing is what causes it in the first place.
Is it only because the treatnent has noney with it?

As for NASA s space mssions, | can't
—I can't suspend ny intelligence | ong enough to
believe these are civilian mssions. As the space
command says in their slick brochure "Vision for
2020," quote, "Control of space is the ability to
assure access to space, freedom of operations within
the space nedium and an ability to deny others the
use of space,” end quote. Just as our new world
order denies others food and water and their life,

t hink our space mssion is exploitation, not
expl orati on.

This schene tonight is about DOE
reopeni ng previously closed production facilities,
of a deadly string of |labs across the U S. This is
not about human suffering, it is about lies and
exploitation. Cean up, close it down, FFTF. Thank

you.
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THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you.

Sir, right here, go ahead.

STATEMENT OF BI LL CANSELLA

MR BILL CANSELLA: I1'mBill Cansella
from Portland, Oregon.

And this is a scoping hearing, so |
want to address the issue of the scope of the
envi ronnmental inpact statement. And Colette's
comments at the beginning of the session tonight
have ne rather concerned, and I'mgoing to give you
one exanpl e that canme out of her comments, and then
| ook at sone other issues that | need —ought to be
—that | think need to be taken into account.

Col ette made an explicit statenent
that mlitary uses or potential mlitary uses of
FFTF are out of bounds for this EI'S, and | think
that's inappropriate. | think the legitinmacy of the
envi ronnment al inpact statenment and of the process is
called into question when, at the very get go,
certain elenments are considered out of bounds. So
| m concerned about the fact that the issues are
bei ng constrai ned before the conversation even gets
under way.

So ny idea of what a conprehensive

and appropriate and legitimate EI'S woul d | ook |ike
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woul d be one that considers all possible uses of
FFTF. W don't know what presidenti al
adm nistration is going to be in place in years to
cone. W don't know who's going to be managi ng the
DCE. W don't know what choices m ght be nade. But
we can say that any potential operation that this
reactor can allow is a possible operation, and the
potential environnental inpacts of every such
operation need to be taken into account.

So | think the mlitary issues need
to be included, and | think all possible civilian
applications, not just the ones that we' ve tal ked
about tonight, need to be part of the EIS.

THE FACI LI TATOR Do you have any

comments to turn in, sir? You have any hard —

okay.
Yes, ma'am over here in the —
STATEMENT OF CHRI S KERCHUM
M5. CHRIS KERCHUM Thank you. |'m
Chris Kerchum |I'ma homeowner in Portland, Oregon.

My address is 343 Sout heast 30th Avenue.

As a honmeowner, | becane very
concerned about the fact that ny honme woul d be
unlivable, and that no one would tell me it was

unlivable until after all my neighbors died of
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di seases caused by radiation. | haven't seen much
trut hful ness cone out of Hanford. |'ve seen an
awful lot of lies; |I've seen nothing but
obfuscation. | don't see any reason to give them
perm ssion to build another plant, nmuch | ess reopen
this one. It's old technology. It should be
retired, and it should have been retired quite a bit
—a long tine ago.

And to use the excuse of a cancer
cure as a reason to open it just is frightful. Wen
people go in for cancer treatnent with isotopes or
for bone scans or for any other nedical use, nobst of
t hese patients do not follow the proper protocols,
they don't drink enough water to flush these
m nerals out of their system You are going to be
responsi ble for killing nore cancer patients —
maybe it'll take longer, but I"'mtelling you right
now, you are going to have a | egacy of a popul ation
of people who —eventually, epidemology will catch
up and say, "Look, they m ght have actually lived a
little bit longer. Prostate cancer wasn't nearly as
bad as not —as having taken these drugs.” 1'd
like to see that everyone here think about that. |If
you have to go in for prostate cancer treatnment, be

sure and drink a lot of water. GCkay? |If you want
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to end cancer, talk to the people —Food and Drug
shoul d make sugar illegal. You should be able to
get white flour only under a medical prescription.
Those are two mgjor contributors to ill health and
mal nutrition, and that's what's causing this
epidem c. You have a duty here. | want this to be
t aken seriously.

Engi neers are not taught to think in
terms of the biological uptake. What happens when
all these toxic wastes fromthis treatnent plant are
rel eased into the atnosphere and into the ground and
into the water is that the biological cycle
i ncreases the concentration as it goes up the food
chain. You start out with algae, you wind up with
things |ike salnon, which are predators and living
off of other critters that are concentrating it.
Peopl e uptake this. You know, you go out and you
buy snoked sal non or you have a nice di nner over at
Abernathy's —that's what you're eating. You're
eating poisons.

There's not one of us in here that
doesn't have radioactive materials in our bodies
fromall the fallout. W don't need any nore. W
need to get this stopped, and we need to get it

stopped today. It's not good for us.
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Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Ma'am
did you have a copy you' d like to | eave with us?

M5. CHRIS KERCHUM Onh, yes.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

M5. CHRI'S KERCHUM  You want ne to
| eave it here or —

THE FACI LI TATOR: No; I'Ill get it.
O 1'll take it. Thanks. Thanks.

Sir, right here. Yeah, thanks. o

ahead.
STATEMENT OF MATT KENAGA
MR. MATT KENAGA: Hi. M nane is
Matt Kenaga. | live in Portland, wthin walking

di stance of the Colunmbia River. Matt Kenaga,
K- e-n-a-g-a.

| personally have had radiation
therapy. | have —several relatives have died from
cancer, one of them my grandnother, who was invol ved
in a class action suit against the —I assune the
Department of Energy. It was actually against the
At omi ¢ Energy Comm ssion. Her and the others in the
class action suit all had cancer from gaseous
rel eases fromHanford. They |ived dowmw nd. She

di ed before the class action suit was finalized. I
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don't personally know the outcone.

One of the econom c problens that's
going to come up with this if Hanford is decided to
be re-opened with the FFTF, is the State of Oregon's
constitution declares that all water rights in
Oregon are controlled by the state, and they're
conpel led to ensure water quality. | would assune
that that would nmean that the State of Oregon would
be conpelled to sue the Federal governnent to cl ose
the facility if it is opened, or at |east —at
| east to prove its safety, which is inpossible. So
you know, a 95 percent safety, a 98 percent safety,
you know, at what point is it enough to satisfy the
| egal requirements of safety? And that certainly
needs to be included in your econom c provisions.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

The lady in the mddle aisle here,
bl ack —yeah, sure.

STATEMENT OF PAI GE KNI GHT

M5. PAIGE KNIGHT: It won't harm you,
but I have a picture. This is —I've been
contenplating this site and —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Coul d —yeah, cone

to a mcrophone so we can hear you.
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M5. PAIGE KNI GHT: Okay. Oh, thank
you. Well, let me —I want to sort of turn it
around. Thank you very nuch.

My nanme is Paige Knight, and I"'mw th
Hanford Watch here in Oregon. Do we have to give
any nore than that?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Yeah, your Soci al
Security nunber.

M5. PAIGE KNIGHT: On, right. Right.
kay, yeah. And ny prison nunber. Ckay.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Paige, are you —I
just want to —we had soneone from Hanford Watch
t hat was —

MS. PAIGE KNIGHT: No, none of us are
speaking as the —we're all just speaking as
i ndi vi dual s.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Oh, okay. Thanks.

M5. PAI GE KNI GHT:  Yeah, okay. Yeah.
So we're doing the five mnutes —

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

M5. PAIGE KNI GHT: —so we can nove
t hi ngs on.

Thi s picture about NASA and
radi oi sotopes and of our wonderful solar system has

gotten me really thinking, and I have some very
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specific cooments | will be making. But this is our
world, this is our planet, and this is our solar
system And how can we spend the billions of
dollars that go into researching the solar system
when we can't clean up the DOE sites around the
country, and in particul ar Hanford.

Senator Hatfield has stated several
times that Hanford is the major, the primary
envi ronnment al problem facing the country, and |
totally agree with him | think everybody in this
room probably agrees with him

| was listening to other people's
comments tonight, and | was captured by Sl ade
Gorton's aide saying that while we're tal ki ng about
—when we're tal ki ng about isotopes, real people
with real suffering, and that there's a docunented
shortage of isotopes. WlIl, | also want to rem nd
you, as sonebody el se has tonight, that there's a
docunent ed contam nation of the citizens of this
country and all the other countries, |ike the BiKkini
Atolls that we have contam nated wi th our nucl ear
expertise and our nucl ear ganes.

Sonebody el se had tal ked about sound
sci ence versus pseudosci ence. And environnentalists

are all often accused of follow ng pseudoscience,
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and anybody in the scientific arena that has gone to
school in that area is considered a sound scientist
—unl ess, of course, they go against the grain like
many nucl ear scientists have, and said, "You know,
there's sonething wong with this picture.” So |
think we need to be really, really careful when we
cast stones |like that. No one group has the right
answer to any of this.

But what we have in common here is a
real concern about this incredible and we live in,
in the Pacific Northwest. To nme, the Col unbia River
Gorge, which will be devastated if anything bad
happens at Hanford, if the worst possible things
happen, which it |ooks |like they mght if we don't
do cl eanup —Col unbia R ver Gorge, to ne, is the
ei ghth wonder of the world. And | don't want to see
this beautiful place contamnated. | don't want to
see our econony devastated. | don't want to see al
of us die, which is what could happen if we have a
maj or catastrophe. And at Hanford we have the
possibility of the two worst catastrophes in the
nation, the K-Basins and the tank farns.

So with that in mnd, | would like to
comment real specifically on this PEIS scoping. |

think that this scoping is invalid and should be
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thrown out and started over again, for several
reasons.

It is focused primarily on the FFTF;
therefore, it is not programmatic and it's not
conprehensive. The m ssion needs are not clearly
stated; they are vague, at best. The options naned
are incredibly limted in scope, and in a biased
manner, focusing on a specific facility. This is
not the purpose of a PEIS.

Programmati ¢ assunptions of this PEIS
must not favor one alternative, but evaluate, as
you' ve heard from many people tonight, al
alternatives all around the country in specific
details. Once this has occurred, a separate EI S
must follow, analyzing the full scope of
envi ronnment al and soci oeconom ¢ inpacts to the
region. This includes inpacts to the infrastructure
at Hanford and ot her places, but I'mgoing to focus
on Hanford, since that's what you've chosen to do in
this very limted scoping.

It must include inpacts to the
infrastructure, inpacts to transportation, inpacts
to waste managenent, and environnental restoration
It should | ook at the potential use of the Fuels

Mat erial Exami nation Facility, better known as the




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

136
FMEF, and any possi bl e use of the aging Hanford
tanks for storage of wastes. Diversion of resources
fromcurrent cleanup should be covered in this,
cl eanup m ssions, and the future cost of facilities
used in any FFTF m ssions nmust be part of the
scopi ng.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

M5. PAIGE KNI GHT: (Okay. Separate
scopi ngs on the Pu-238 m ssion and the nedi cal
i sotope m ssion nust occur, as well as the
conprehensi ve i npacts of the use of m xed oxide or
MOX fuel: producing it, transporting it, and cost
of managi ng and storing the wastes resultant from
MOX producti on.

This PEI'S scoping design is sloppy
wor k at best; deceptive and callous disregard for
human public health and safety, at worst. This PEIS
scopi ng should go back to the board. It needs to be
nore broad, and to justify all of the alternatives.

Citizens of Oregon call for the shut-
down of the FFTF, so that we can give our tota
focus and our total budget to the cleanup of the
nost pol luted place in the Western Hem sphere.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.
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The air conditioner nmade a noise. Co
all the way to the back there, with the gentleman in
the rust-colored shirt.

STATEMENT OF JI M BALDW N

MR JIMBALDWN. M nanme is Jim
Baldwin, and I also amw th Hanford Watch; but, I'm
speaki ng as an individual .

A |l ot of people have said a | ot of
the things | was going to say. One thing that | can
say, though, is, if you want some Pu-238 space
batteries, | can tell you where you can get a few of
them There's one at the bottom of the Pacific
Ccean, if it hasn't broken open yet, and there's one
in the H nmal aya Mountains which was |ost by the CIA
in the "60s, and it's sonmewhere near the headwaters
of the Ganges River. So if you need a space
battery, nmaybe you should go dig those up

As far as the scope —what | would
like to see in the scoping, everything Paige just
said, plus | would like to see a conprehensive
envi ronnment al inpact of the entire production and
di sposal chain of plutonium 238.

And | would also Iike to see —you
menti oned wanting to hear alternatives. | want to

see the alternative of —what if the market for
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t hese nedical isotopes doesn't materialize?

| would Iike to see the alternative
for —what if NASA decides that they need either no
pl ut oni um 238 or drastically |ess plutonium238 than
t hey say, are now saying they need? Because they
don't really need anywhere near as nuch as they are
currently clai mng.

|"d like to see the environment —
|"d like to see discussed the environnental inpact
of plutonium 238 criticality accidents and ot her
accidents related to produci ng space batteries out
of the product, raw product of the reactor.

|"d like to see the environnmenta
i npact of a cool ant vapor explosion within the FFTF,
or —and al so fuel vapor explosion. There's a book
cal l ed Accident Hazards of Nucl ear Power Plants by
Ri chard Webb. And he says that the FFTF in
particul ar could sustain a fuel vapor explosion on
the order of one ton of TNT, and that the
cont ai nment vessel is only designed for 150 to 300
pounds. Those are his figures fromwhen the FFTF
was still under construction. So if that's stil
valid information, I'd want that covered.

And also I'd |like to see the inpact

of the —using FMEF, if that's going to be used,
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because right not it's clean, and it was schedul ed
to just be never used. |If you're going to dirty
that up, I want to know the cost and the
envi ronnment al i npact of maintaining that, and
basically just, as soneone el se here said, the
envi ronnment al inmpact of just creating stuff that
| asts forever, and you have no idea how you're going
to get rid of it.

And 1"l mail it in.

THE FACI LI TATOR: (Ckay. Over to this
side, sir, here in the orange. Sure.

STATEMENT OF DAVE JOHNSON

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Well, let ne say
sonething first. | had a couple of viewgraphs, and
| was told that that was agai nst the rules.

THE FACI LI TATOR We're not doing
Vi ewgr aphs.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON:  And | kind of
feel, you know, unconfortable about that because
Col ette had a chance to show her vi ewgraphs.

THE FACI LI TATOR We're not using
Vi ewgr aphs.

MR. GERRY POLLET: It's part of his
testinmony, sir.

THE FACI LI TATOR: He can subnmit them
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as testinony. Thank you.

Now —

MR DAVE JOHNSON:  You know, and |
t hi nk, you know, DCE coul d probably use this as
their —

MR. GERRY POLLET: The public has a
right. You don't have a rule —

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: —their hearing
i nput .

MR. GERRY POLLET: | need to point
out you don't have a rule saying no viewgraphs.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay. Do you want
to sit dowmm? Don't push it too hard.

MR GERRY POLLET: Don't touch nme, or
"1l have —

THE FACI LI TATOR | think I do have —

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: | think part of
the issue is to educate the public —

THE FACI LI TATOR: | think | do —

MR GERRY POLLET: You don't have a
rul e about vi ewgraphs.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: —for exanpl e,
about alternatives to restarting the FFTF.

THE FACI LI TATOR  When —Gerry, when

you cane —
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MR. DAVE JOHNSON:  And that's what |
am —

MR. GERRY POLLET: Wy can't they
have vi ewgraphs?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: He gave you his
vi ewgraphs. DCE has them

THE FACI LI TATOR Vit —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | nean, excuse ne;
it's testifying —it's coment —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |s this denocracy?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: DCE has t hem

THE FACI LI TATOR: What do you want to
do?

MR. GERRY POLLET: Explain to the
rest of the world why you can't have vi ewgraphs.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Just —pl ease.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Is it plugged in?

MR. GERRY POLLET: Can you explain

why you —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER | s the DCE above
everyone?

THE FACI LI TATOR  You got —here,
"1l show —I1'Il put themup here for you

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay, there's the
first one.
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THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: And there's the
second one.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Sure. No, | don't
care. Here, 1I'Il get it, Cerry.

MR GERRY POLLET: You don't care?

THE FACI LI TATOR: No, | didn't care.
| just thought it was in the rules, but that's fine.
"1l get it. 1'Il even focus it. How s that?

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay. Thank you,
Jim

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Mbve it up.

MR DAVE JOHNSON: Thanks, Jim

THE FACI LI TATOR: Ckay, "Il get it.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: The mai n point
that | want to make is that | think that an
accel erator-based neutron source facility is a far
better way to make nedi cal isotopes than restarting
t he FFTF reactor.

Thi s viewgraph —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: [ I ndi scernible.]

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: What's that?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Your clock isn't
ticking —started ticking.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: That's okay, it
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doesn't have to be.

AUDI ENCE MEMBERS: [ Si mul t aneous

comment s. |

MR. DAVE JOHNSON:  Ch, what's that?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Don't you want the
reactor?

MR, DAVE JOHNSON:  No.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |s that the one you
want ?

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Yes. Yeah. Well,
the bottom part right nowis the one to | ook at.

An accelerator —there are different
types of accel erator-based neutron sources. This
one that I'mtal king about here is an accel erator
t hat accel erates charged particles to very fast
velocities and focuses theminto a tight beam and
that's what that thing is supposed to show you
going fromleft toright. 1In particular, this —

t he beam of charged particles is deuterons.
Deuterons are an isotope of hydrogen. Regul ar
hydrogen has one proton in the nucl eus; a deuteron
has a proton plus a neutron. It turns out that when
a deuteron hits another nuclei —another nucl eus,

it tends to break up very easily, and the neutron

keeps going. So what you do is, you aimthis beam
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at a —pardon ne for turning around ny back on you,
but I want to help. Aimit at a liquid lithium
target, where the beam stops, and nost of the heat
is deposited in there. Sonetines the deuteron hits
anot her nuclei —nucl eus, and breaks up, and the
neutron keeps going. That's what the top part of
that figure, which is a little out of focus —I
have this other figure right here that shows the
same t hing

This is a facility which was designed
bet ween 1977 and 1984 at Hanford. The main
contractor was Westinghouse Hanford Conpany. And
t he accel erator was Los Al anps National Lab.

Now | et me show you —show t he
second one. kay. Well, it's kind of backwards,
but it'll do. Yeah, okay. And in the upper left-
hand corner you see the beamis comng in fromthe
right and hits the target there, and that big
bal |l oon out there is the region where there's a very
hi gh neutron flux region. |It's conparable to the
neutron flux that exists in the FFTF reactor. The
sanme i sotopes can be produced in a facility like
this as you can produce in the FFTF. But you have
t he added advantage, in that you can al so use the

charged particle beamto nake isotopes which are
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different fromthose that are produced in the FFTF.
So you can actually produce a | ot nore isotopes.

Now, one of ny jobs when | was
wor ki ng on this project was to nmeasure the isotope
production fromthe accel erator beans. As a matter
of fact, I worked for this guy who is sitting over
here, Bob Schenter, who tal ked about isotopes. He's
a good guy, you know, he gave nme good raises. And
|"m surprised that he, you know, wasn't fully —

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Thirty seconds?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay. | don't
have tine to say anything nore, except that —I et
me focus in on a couple of reasons:

It costs less to build this facility
t han restart the FFTF;

It costs less to operate this
facility than the FFTF, around $10 million;

And there's cost-recovery advant ages.
The FFTF proposal is saying the first few years they
woul d get, for nedical isotopes, around $10 million
a year. That's what it costs to operate this.

And so if it's true that nedica

i sot opes —
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THE FACI LI TATOR: (kay, ten seconds.
Thanks.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay —built up
intime, this will operate at a profit, where FFTF
runs at a deficit for a nunmber of years.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Now this turns off.
kay, thanks.

Go to this gentleman right here.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  The vi ewer —

THE FACI LI TATOR. Yeah, we're getting
it. There we go; thanks.

STATEMENT OF BRUCE FRAZI ER

MR. BRUCE FRAZIER. M nane is Bruce
Frazier, that's spelled F-r-a-z-i-e-r, Post Ofice
Box 82654, Portland, Oregon. |'mhere as an
individual, and I don't wish to associate nyself
either with the behavior or the statenents of the
peopl e who have cone before ne.

| want to thank the Departnent of
Energy for nmaking this forumavailable for public
di scussion and their patience in hearing all of
this. | want to speak directly to the scoping of

the progranmatic environnmental inpact statenent.
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| would first of all note very
qui ckly that Oregon state policy is already on
record. | believe the Departnent has received the
joint legislative resolution fromthe 1997
| egi sl ature, which indicated that the people of
Oregon are unalterably opposed to the further
processi ng of nuclear nmaterials at the Hanford
Nucl ear Reservation. And there is no carve-out for
medi cal isotopes or any other activity.

| would also say in response to those
who have brought up the personal sufferings and the
nmedi cal problens of many individuals, is that they
shoul d all get on the side of national health care,
they should all get on the side of alleviating those
sufferings by pronoting and working in Congress,
either as elected officials, otherwise, to fund
better care for the affected parti es.

Wth regard to the scoping, | think
that the scoping should address alternatives in
terns of other sources of these radioactive
mat eri al s, including accel erators and incl uding
facilities that may not be within the civilian
m ssion of the DOE. And you nentioned a nunber of
sites that are already under consideration, and |

feel that sites |like the Fermi Lab and sone of the
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contract sites at universities, Lawence Livernore
Radi ati on Laboratory, should be explored for the
production of these particular materials.

| think there should be a ful
exam nation of the costs and benefits, and that
woul d include the profits to be made. In reading
the material, it appeared that, although there was
sonme revenue fromthe production, present production
of these materials, it did not speak to what the
actual bottomline was. And | think we need to know
that, how profitable this would be for the United
St at es.

| think there needs to be a ful
exam nation of the need for the radioactive
materials in terns of national security and
i nportant national interests, as they have been
defined by the National Acadeny of Sciences and by
vari ous presidential directives.

| would al so ask that the radioactive
| oad to be generated in terns of curies as a result
of the proposed action be cal cul ated and expressed
in the —in the scope of the programmtic
envi ronnment al i npact statenent.

| would also ask that there be an

exam nation of assurances fromthe Departnent of
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Energy as to the final end and cl eanup of any
facilities used in a proposed action, as to, you
know, a guarantee as to when that will conme to an
end, and exactly what they' re prepared to do in
terms of cleaning up the proposed facilities.

| would also urge that, as part of
the progranmatic environnmental inpact statenent, the
scope therein, that we would exam ne human ri sk
factors involved, in not only the processing and
production, but in the ancillary and support
activities, which would include transportation to
and fromthe site, and handling of these materials
out si de the contai nment buil di ng.

In that regard, | would point to the
experience in Japan and Korea recently, where in
spite of high technol ogy and many years' experience
in handling these materials, human-factor accidents
did occur.

| would al so exam ne on a nore
scientific basis the extent to which the proposed
actions would interfere with the primary m ssion at
Hanford of cleanup. And that was stated to be the
primary mssion in a nunber of the docunents which
have been published by the Departnent.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Twenty seconds.
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MR. BRUCE FRAZIER: Twenty seconds?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

MR. BRUCE FRAZIER: And finally, |
think that the —we should exam ne the scientific
feasibility of reactors versus accel erators, and
have some kind of an addendum that would allow us to
cone to sonme kind of an overall conclusion as to
which is the nore effective for producing these kind
of materials.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.
Did you have a comment —or did you have sonet hi ng
to hand in, sir?

MR BRUCE FRAZIER: No; I'Il submt

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.
The gentleman in —yes, sir.
STATEMENT OF LLOYD MARVETTE
OREGON CONSERVANCY FOUNDATI ON
DON' T WASTE OREGON
MR. LLOYD MARVETTE: |Is this —yeah
it's working okay. Thank you. M nane is LIoyd
Marvette. | am here representing nyself. The
Oregon Conservancy Foundation, which | work for, and
Don't Waste Oregon, which | amone of the board of

directors of.
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| don't have any prepared testinony
this evening; | canme here basically to listen to
what everyone el se had to say. And after listening
to what everyone el se has had to say, at |least up to
now, | find that there's very little of it that's
newto this issue. W've basically all heard it
before, and you have definitely all heard it before,
as representatives of the U S. Departnent of Energy.

And | do not intend to repeat the
concerns that have been specifically addressed by
others. Instead, | would like to go to the root of
the problens that we face at Hanford.

As long as the U S. Departnent of
Energy is in charge of Hanford cl eanup, we are going
to face their ongoing contradiction of m ssions:
clean it up, produce nore waste, clean it up
produce nore waste. | have reached the concl usion
that the only way to stop this self-negating
nightmare that we continually go through is to
sinply do two things:

One is that there should be no nore
nucl ear m ssions for Hanford, other than cl eanup;

And the second one is that we need to
take the U. S. Departnent of Energy out of the

busi ness of cleaning up Hanford, and turn it over to
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a regional entity simlar to that in the Northwest
Power Pl anning Council that is operated within our
region in addressing the power needs of our region.

The Oregon Conservancy Foundation and
Don't Waste Oregon believe that this is the
preferred alternative to restarting FFTF, and it
definitely needs to be fully scoped.

From now on, we should settle for
nothing less than true accountability. W wll not
get true accountability by trading off the needs of
nucl ear mnedicine for the preservation of the
nucl ear-industrial conplex at Hanford.

W will not get true accountability
by using radi oi sotope power systens in space for
nore unresol ved nucl ear waste di sposal problens on
Eart h.

W will definitely not get true
accountability by fooling ourselves, as citizens,
into believing that anyone other than the people of
the Pacific Northwest should oversee this tragedy
whi ch has been placed in our mdst.

| believe it is time for us to west
control of our destiny fromthe hands of those who
see their only m ssion as business as usual, and we,

t he people, as fools.
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Yes. Sorry.

STATEMENT OF PAT NORTON

MR. PAT NORTON: H . My nane is Pat
Norton. | live in northeast Portland. And I'm not
representing a group. | didn't cone with any
prepared testinony.

|"ve heard a lot of really el oquent
speakers speaki ng on a whol e range of topics that
are very inportant, and they've said nmuch that |
can't repeat, because they had all the details and
the facts in their heads.

But 1'd like to say that we all cane
here after hours, after working all day, and we're
all thanking the Departnent of Energy for our tine
—for their time. 1'mnot going to thank you;
that's what we pay you for. And you have precious

few opportunities available to take public conment.

And this, I'mnot sure will actually
get to the Record of Decision. |'mnot sure what |
should say. |I'mnot sure if it's ever going to be

listened to.
And | think that we shoul d take away
the responsibility for cleanup fromyou. You

started out in the nuclear industry with two of the
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nost awful, disgusting, irresponsible, and imoral
events in the history of the —history of our
speci es, the bonmbing of Hiroshim and Nagasaki. And
you expect us to trust us [sic] after you |lie to us
again and again and again. And you won't listen to
us.

Alnmost all of us in this area are
absol utely agai nst what you've done so far and your
further plans, and we don't believe you. 1Is this a
denocracy? Each one of you in the Departnment can do
sonmet hing on your own, with your own brain and your
own heart. You can listen to us. You call us
uneducated and enotional. | think we're very
educated. And we certainly are enotional, and
there's nothing wong with that. And if this is a
denocracy, you —better listen to us because, so
far,
your own deci sions have been, although highly
technically trained, very, very unwi se and very
i mmoral and very anti-denocratic.

That's all | have to say.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes, sir.

STATEMENT OF BI LL BYERS
MR. BILL BYERS: M nane is Bil

Byers, and I live in southeast Portland. And I'ma
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menber of Hanford Watch, though |I'm speaking as an
i ndi vi dual .

And | go back to the tinme before the
nucl ear age, and |I'm nuch nore fortunate than sone
of you. | had sixteen years before they dropped the
bonb on Hiroshi ma and Nagasaki, and | had sixteen
nucl ear-free years. No one in this room or no one
in the audi ence that was here earlier, has been
unt ouched by the advent of the nucl ear age.

| recall the Atons for Peace program
They were going to blast a new canal across
Ni caragua. They were going to irradi ate seeds and
produce food in such abundance that we woul d never
have to worry about starvation.

Qut of the Atons for Peace program
was spawned the nuclear industry as we know it today
inthe United States —that is, the civilian
nucl ear industry. And the |line between the civilian
nucl ear industry and the governnent or mlitary
nucl ear industry is blurred to the point where it is
al nost nonexi stent.

|"ve listened to the tal ks, the
peopl e speak today, and |I've cone to the concl usion
that this scoping that you' re doing now is nothing

but a thinly veiled attenpt to breathe new life into
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t hat dead horse, which is the donestic conmerci al
nucl ear industry. Those people whose greed has
brought us to this point, their greed is insatiable.
W, the taxpayers, don't have enough noney to punp
into that nuclear industry.

As | said earlier, there have been no
new reactors on order, or no new reactors built in
this country since Three Mle Island. And |I hope
there are never any nore built in this country,
regardl ess of the efforts of the Departnent of
Energy to prop up an industry that has caused so
much harm and has created and generated so much
expensive electricity, and waste that we have no
pl ace to put.

They tal k about the repository at
Yucca Mountain. Now, there's some serious
consi derations or concerns about what's going on at
Yucca Mountain. [|s Yucca Muntain geol ogically
saf e?

This stuff —you know, or lives are
finite, and we're only going to be here on this
Earth for a brief period of time, and we're going to
have generations to follow us. And we're going to
| eave thema hell of a |egacy of radioactivity and

filth to contend with. This stuff has half-1ives —
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much of it has half-lives | onger than we have
hi story. Who the hell are we to nake these kinds of
deci sions that are going to be the burden of
generations to come —nmny children and ny
grandchi l dren and my great-grandchildren and so on?

| think that the arrogance of the
Department of Energy and the arrogance of these
peopl e that bring this dog-and-pony show up here and
attenpt to sell us a programthat is going to result
in further harmand generate further waste, is
real |y unconsci onabl e and reprehensi bl e.

You know, | don't wi sh any of you
ill. 1 wish you all could go home —we'll send you
your paychecks. But don't conme up here and try to
peddl e us this program because it just isn't fit
for human consunpti on.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Thank you. Did you
have any written comments you wanted to turn in?
kay, thanks.

Back —sure.

STATEMENT OF RODERI CK CLAREMONT

MR. RODERI CK CLAREMONT: Good

evening. M nane is Roderick O arenont, Portland.

|'d like to discuss the civilian
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m ssion and regul ation. A private reactor,
privately owned reactor under the sane civilian
m ssi on —hence, would probably be turned to
comercial —would be subject —or in ny
under st andi ng, woul d be subject to |licensing and
regul ation by the NRC. But the FFTF, with the sane
m ssion, though it be a civilian mssion, if you
will —according to the PNNL report, will not need
licensing, nor will licensing be sought. Wy? |
saw references made to this lack of |icensing and
overregulation. It was because it was a test
facility.

Now, assurances were nmade to the
safety of the FFTF in the sane report, because it
conplied with an approval of the safety regulation
pl an upon initial start-up. But not only did what
happen in Japan —did that not al so happen after
t he safety approval, where changes were nmade?

Addi tionally, renoving such a checks-
and- bal ances system as regul ation by the NRC, cl oaks
the operations of the FFTF fromthe public. It's
been said that weapons-grade pl utonium production is
not part of the initial start-up. There's no
checks- and- bal ances system Wo's to say? Wwo's to

regul ate what will happen in the future? No
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assurances have been nade to the public about these
types of things.

Addi tionally, isotope productions —
it's been stated here tonight and in research that
accelerators are efficient alternate resources for
i sot ope production. Mney has been invested in the
design of a —of such an accelerator, called the
APT. Money's been invested in this and in the
aspect of producing nedical isotopes. | got this
all —all this information was public domain off
the Los Al anpbs Laboratory Wb site. You m ght
consider looking at it.

Addi tionally, the production of
Pu- 238 for space batteries for NASA —in the
literature handed out tonight, there's no indication
t hat NASA actually needs this plutonium The
studi es were all DOE-sponsored, saying that the
proj ected need for NASA would be, you know, X or Y.
That's —it's not concrete enough.

Wth that, | have to say that because
of the offered civilian mssion, that it's a weak
reason to restart the FFTF. And | wanted to go on
the record that | do disagree with starting the

FFTF. Thank you.
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THE FACI LI TATOR [ adj usting
m crophone]: How s that?

STATEMENT OF ART LLEWELLYN

MR. ART LLEWELLYN. M nanme is —ny
name is Art Llewellyn. | have lived in Portland for
over twenty years, and half of that tinme, nore than
half of that time has been spent in the construction
i ndustry and in energy conservation prograns. So ny
experience wwth —here in Portland, is that
conservation is really going to be nore of a
solution for our future energy needs than finding
new sources that woul d include nucl ear energy.

| have —I nean, it's been rewardi ng
for me to know that a house is not only nore energy
efficient, it's also nore confortable, so there's a
| ot of people that are also learning this. This has
been ny career, it's what |'ve been doing.

And | think —1 think that in the
scopi ng study, one of the purposes for the starting
up the reactor will be for fuel devel opnent for
our nuclear power. And as I'mat this point in ny
life, 1"'mno | onger doing energy conservati on,
work in the housing industry. And I think that our
ot her industry needs to apply conservation efforts

rat her than going and | ooking for new forns of
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energy to neet a demand that they're never going to
be able to nmake —neet with nuclear. That's ny
conclusion, with our energy needs in the future.

| have | earned that conservation does
nore than building a bigger furnace to heat the
house up. So industry in this country and the world
—it's not going to be able to be maintained, our
current lifestyle, particularly in transportation-
related industry, all the steel for all that and al
the raw materials and all that to maintain our
industrialized style of living. W're not going to
be able to go and say, "Wll, if we just go nucl ear,
we' |l | have enough energy to nmai ntain what we have."
And that's ny conclusion, it's not going to be —
we're not going to be able to do that.

So it's not exactly on the sane order
of nost of the comrents you've heard tonight, but
say that the energy —the Departnent of Energy is
going to have to begin to apply and seriously
consi der conservation rather than | ooking for new
sources, including nuclear, in our future.

| think the best argunent for
restarting the FFTF is its nedical isotope
generation potential, but | disagree that that's the

best facility for the generation of those isotopes.
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| don't think that's —so personally, I'mgoing to
di sagree with the nucl ear industry altogether,

i ncludi ng uses for isotopes that could be generated
at that facility. | don't believe it's the right or

the best place to generate those isotopes at this

tinme.

So thank you. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Coul d we get your
name again? I'msorry, we didn't —I didn't catch
your name at first. |'msorry.

MR. ART LLEWELLYN. M nanme is Art
LI ewel | yn.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Thanks.

Sure. Is that a statenment? kay,

t hanks.
STATEMENT OF DAVI D H SKO

MR. DAVID H SKO. Good evening. W
name is David H sko, and | live in northeast
Portland. | can see the Colunbia R ver fromny
roof. And I'mnot here tonight for nyself, |I'mhere

for ny dogs. That's why | ditched themall evening
to be here, 'cause they are pissed because they
can't swmin the Colunbia, because | don't et
them ' cause it's contam nated, polluted, toxic,

radi oactive. They don't swminit. And
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they' ve been in it once above Hanford this | ast
spring. | was fortunate enough to go in as well;
it'"s the only tine |I've ever been swming in it.

So clean it up, so |l can go swmmng init. | know
| won't be able to, but at least if you're trying to
clean it up, 1'lIl feel better about trying to sw m
init. So do sonething to get ny dogs off ny case,
‘cause they can see it when we go on wal ks, and they

can't get init.

So on record, |I'm against the FFTF
start-up. I'mfor cleanup. You can't do both; it
doesn't work. You know you can't. If you're going

to start starting this up, you know you' re not going
to be able to focus on cleanup, so just focus on
cl eanup.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

Yes.

STATEMENT OF JOYCE FOLLI NGSTAD

M5. JOYCE FOLLI NGSTAD: Hel |l o.

My nanme is Joyce Follingstad. |I'ma
resident of Portland, northeast Portland. And I
want it on the record that | say “No” to the
start-up of FFTF, and | vote for the inmediate and

conpl ete decomm ssioning of the FFTF facility.
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One of the things that | haven't been
heari ng about tonight is the earthquake standards of
the FFTF. | was up at Hanford this sumer, and
asked the director that took us through what was the
FFTF built for, and he said it was built to
wi thstand a 2.5 earthquake on the Richter scale.

The FFTF was built before the current
di scovery of the offcoast of Oregon and Washi ngton
the plates that are now predicting up to a 9.0
eart hquake for the Pacific Northwest. Therefore, |
t hink absolutely I'm agai nst opening up FFTF. But
if you're even thinking about it, there needs to be
a conplete study of the overall earthquake hazards
for the entire Northwest region that woul d be
affecting this facility.

And every single building, of which
there are what, hundreds in Hanford? Should —you
know, anything that has any radioactive materials in
it should be up to current earthquake standards.

Wen | went to Hanford, they handed
me a brochure —I1 nean, a folder with information
about Hanford. And on the cover | was appalled to
see that it said, "Hanford, Environnenta
Excellence.” This is the nost polluted place on

Earth. How can we —I1 nean, who could sl eep the
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ni ght that they thought that one up?

We cannot tolerate creating any
further nucl ear wastes when we have not solved the
numer ous problens in waste nmanagenent. To list just
a few of the catastrophic events that are happeni ng
daily at Hanford, it is the catastrophe that over
the years mllions, billions of gallons of
radi oacti ve waste have been dunped back into the
Col unbia River and into the soil at Hanford.

There are nmajor plunes of strontium
90, carbon tetrachloride, and other contam nants
under the ground at Hanford, and we don't know what
to do with these. The K-Basins at Hanford are
filled wwth plutonium and it's questionabl e whet her
we will ever be able to conpletely clean up those
nmesses. Many tanks in Hanford tank farm are
| eaki ng, and nucl ear wastes are already in the water
tabl e, and many nore di sasters are occurring on a
daily basis at Hanford. Let us not start the FFTF
and create nore waste burden at Hanford.

One other issue, as a nurse and
psychol ogist, | attended the International
Conference for Behavioral Health |ast year in
Denmar k. The keynote speaker was the man that heads

the public health for Finland. He spoke of the
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experinment there in Finland, where they saw great
i mprovenents in the reduction of cardiovascul ar
di sease, lung cancers and ot her cancers, by an
aggressive public health programto stop snoking and
reduce use of fats in the diet. Let's take one
year, 32 mllion, up to 40 mllion dollars of the
standby costs of the FFTF, and let's put it into a
massi ve, aggressive public health programto reduce
the factors that contribute to cardi ovascul ar
di sease and | ung cancers. Let's get behind
prevention of these di seases.

Peopl e have spoken of the way that
many cancers have happened in this country due to
the —you know, the overall contam nation of our
envi ronment by the nuclear industry. Not only is
this a disaster to the health, the physical health
of people, but it's a disaster to the enotional and
mental health of people. And as a psychol ogist, |
feel there would be trenmendous psychol ogi cal gains
in our population if people took a proactive stance
in their health care, rather than the victins'
stance that often happens when people are scared and
when they are dealing with trying to survive

cancers.
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We all know the saying, "Think
globally, act locally.” W need to envision a world
cl eaned up fromour nucl ear m stakes. W need to
act locally by keeping the FFTF fromrestarti ng and
creating nore wastes, and by cleaning up Hanford.
would Iike to live a very long tine, and I would
like to see a day in the future when we coul d say,
"Hanford, Environnmental Excellence.”
THE FACI LI TATOR:. Thank you. Do you
have a copy of that? Do you have a copy of your
st at enent ?
M5. JOYCE FOLLINGSTAD: I'Ill send you
one.
THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.
Back here, yeah. [I'msorry, you said
—thank you. That was —thank you.
STATEMENT OF ROBI N KLEI'N
HANFORD ACTI ON OF OREGON
M5. ROBIN KLEIN: Hell o.
THE FACILI TATOR Oh, I'msorry; we
just wanted to get her |ast name.
M5. JOYCE FOLLI NGSTAD: Fol l'i ngst ad.
THE FACI LI TATOR:  Fol I i ngst ad
Fol l'i ngstad. Thank you.

M5. ROBIN KLEIN: Yes. M nane is
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Robin Klein. [I'mwth Hanford Action of O egon.

|'"d like to —what 1'd really |ike
to do is pronote a novel idea. Instead of inventing
or fabricating new m ssions for running nucl ear
reactors that would create nore waste, why not get
aggressive, really aggressive about cleanup?
| nstead of doi ng what we al ways do, which is strive
for the m ni mum possi ble, m ni num cl eanup required
by law, why don't we instead go beyond that? W
don't even strive for the mninmmrequired by |aw.
Wiy don't we go all the way? Wy don't we go for
every | ast aton?

Wiy can't the great mnds that are —
t hese highly educated m nds be put to good use to
find a real technol ogical solution to the waste
problenf? | believe if a fraction of the dollars
that were spent to create this nmess, to invent this
horrific material, were spent —a fraction of those
dollars, if they were spent on devel oping a real
solution, we would be there. | just don't believe
we have that conm tnent from our governnent.

And devel op Hanford into a nodel site
for cleanup of nuclear waste. That's the only kind
of research that should go on at that site. Using

the m nds, technol ogical resources, and funds to
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devel op real and thorough cl eanup technol ogies to
remedi ate the heinous man-made material s that
persi st at Hanford could be applied at sites
el sewhere, sites that have al so sustained ghastly
nucl ear contam nation, and would fittingly benefit
the entire globe. It would be a snmall return on the
debt that was created at Hanford in plutoniums toll
on manki nd.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Did you —did you
have a witten copy of that you want to | eave with
us? Ckay, thanks.

kay, let ne just find out —I'm
just going to count the nunber of hands of people
who still want to coment. One, two —I'msorry, |
shoul d back up, shouldn't 1? One, two, three, four
—five people. Ckay. | think that's right, five.
Thanks. 1'Il go to the gentlenman here on the crutch
—crutches. Cone on up

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'Il go | ast.

THE FACI LI TATOR Oh, you want to go
| ast? Ckay.

Come on up. Thanks.

STATEMENT OF ClI NDY DE BRULER

COLUMBI A RI VER UNI TED

M5. DE BRULER. Thank you. |'m G ndy
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de Bruler. |'mexecutive director of Colunbia R ver
Uni ted, one of the Hanford Public Interest G oup
Net wor k groups.

First of all, I1'd like to express a
little bit of concern over the structure of the
hearing, with sone suggestions for the future that |
t hi nk woul d nake a nuch nore productive situation
for all of us.

The way that this hearing was
structured, against the recomendations of all the
primary groups, you |left any type of organi zati onal
representation out, as far as having any kind of
priority. And as a result of that, there's three of
us that represent nmjor organizations —Gerry
Pollet with 17,000 nenbers in the Northwest, has
been sitting here all night with his hand up.
represent a group of 1,600 supporters all along the
Colunmbia River. Robin Klein just spoke, another one
fromhere, with Portland —w th Portland Acti on.
It's unfortunate. You' re the ones that have | ost by
this procedural decision, because what has happened
is, you did not allow the organi zations, that are
better informed on the issues and what a
programmatic EISis, to frane the discussion for the

public. And as a result of that, what you' ve got is
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a whol e bunch of enotional comments on FFTF, which
val ue very highly, but | doubt will be incorporated
into your beancounting, when it cones down to it.
Because they really don't address the scope of the
programmatic EIS. And | find that very, very sad.

| recently received the copy of the
responsi veness summary fromthe |ast round of FFTF
nmeetings by the Tri-Party Agreenent. And after
reviewi ng the bean counting and the comments there,
it was pretty depressing. There was obvious
tw sting, manipulation, lies, and deceits. And I
don't know what happened. | don't know if one of
the contractors sent out an e-mail to the enpl oyees
at Hanford, |i ke what we saw happen in Portland and
Seattle, getting the Hanford enpl oyees here by
busl oads to tal k about cancer, saying, "Hey, send an
e-mail in with your cooments,” or what. But even
t hough the predom nation of conments at all the
public hearings said, "Shut FFTF down and get it

into the Tri-Party Agreenent,” the mgjority of the
comments were just the opposite in the final bean-
counting. So | know that what happened at the
hearing here tonight allows you to | eave out the

maj ority of what people have spoken, and | find that

very distressing, very sad.
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| would recommend for tonorrow night,
t he Hood Ri ver neeting, a couple of things:

Nunber one, that you at |east allow a
coupl e of organizations to frane the neeting and to
provide their ten mnutes of comments in the
begi nni ng, so that you do get nore useful comments
t hroughout the eveni ng;

| would recommend that you don't have
breaks throughout the night, because as you' ve
noticed, there's quite a nunber of people who are
tired and who | eave during those breaks, giving up
on their opportunity to speak;

| would recommend that you nmake the
suggestion, as you said that you would do so, for
people to limt their comments fromthree to five
m nutes, five mnutes for the elected officials and
three for nenbers of the public, instead of the ten-
and five-mnute tine frane;

| would al so reconmend that you do as
you said you would do, and ask for people who need
to | eave early, to be able to speak early on in the
evening, as | know we'll have a lot of famlies and
even high school students who are concerned and want
to voice their opinions.

So those are ny comments on your
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structure. | hope you can do better in the future.
| think it would benefit us all.

As far as looking at this information
tonight, | don't have any formal comrents prepared
on behalf of the group; you'll be receiving those in
witing. But a couple of things that have caused ne
to want to get up here tonight and speak. And |I'm
barely hanging in there, so please bear with ne; |'m
al nost asleep. I'mstill a nomand have to get up
at the crack of dawn with a teenaged daughter.

In noticing in your introduction, it
sai d, "DCE does not have sufficient neutron sources
to meet all of its projected irradiation needs for
medi ci nal and industrial isotope production,
pl ut oni um 238 production, the nation's nucl ear
research and devel opnent needs.” Well, we've got it
there, folks. They already have a foregone
conclusion. And that's why |I'm asking what's the
purpose of this PEIS, if it's not to determ ne those
needs?

Is it to find what is |isted down
bel ow, the role of the Fast Flux Test Facility?

Not, indeed, to question if there is arole for the
Fast Flux, but to find the role? Wich has been

unsuccessful in the past, because there is no
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justifiable role for that facility. So |ooking at
your wording in the information that you hand out, |
think gives the public a real clear picture of
what's really going on, and the limted ability that
we

have to affect this process. And that, too, | find
sad. You justify a need; you don't assune it. And
already we're going into a PEIS with a need al ready
assuned. You have insufficient alternatives based
on unproven assunptions, and | find that sad and

al ar m ng.

Finally, I would Iike to just quickly
read what | hoped you woul d hear nore of tonight,
and that's sonme specific scoping informati on of what
to include in the PEIS.

First off, you nust anal yze al
potential waste streanms and their inpact to the
envi ronment .

You nust characterize all existing
cont am nant sources at Hanford and all other sites
bef ore addi ng addi ti onal waste.

You nust do a cost-benefit anal ysis
for all alternatives, including total life cycle
costs. Exanple: conparing a |linear accelerator to
the FFTF as far as what are they able to produce,

waste treatnent, disposal costs, et cetera.
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You nust anal yze the cost to the
current cl eanup budget for both nmaintenance and
possi bl e restart, with accurate start-up figures
t hat have to be recal cul ated and incl uded and
justified.

You nust anal yze any ot her conpani on
facilities, their costs, waste streans, and
potential inpacts to the environnment, including
r epr ocessi ng.

You nust analyze all transportation
costs and risks, including public safety and any
counterterrorist actions that may be required.

You nust allow for independent
nucl ear safety oversight of the FFTF restart and
operation if, indeed, restart is recomended.

You nust analyze all inpacts from
addi ti onal spent fuel storage.

You nust disclose all safety and
environmental risk associated with FFTF restart.

You nust denonstrate, finally, a
conpel l'ing need for any new m ssions recomended,
taking into account alternative neans of neeting
t hose needs.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Thank you. Did you
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have a hard copy of information you wanted to | eave
us? Ckay, thanks.

| forget which side | was on. o
ahead. Not on your side? On the wong side; okay.

STATEMENT OF GERRY POLLET
HEART OF AMERI CA NORTHWEST

MR GERRY POLLET: | want to use the
over head.

THE FACI LI TATOR: You can use the
overhead if you want to. Which m ke? Yeah.

MR. GERRY POLLET: | think you fol ks
need to think about what you did the |ast couple of
nights. Wat you' ve managed to do is turn the issue
into your process and your unwillingness to |isten.
That's what you' ve nanaged to do. To be as petty as
sayi ng you can't use an overhead projector —you're
a lawer, Jim right? You know the val ue of
vi sual s, and you know that it's a nornal process.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Gerry, |I'msorry,
are you representing your organization or yourself?

MR. GERRY POLLET: |'mrepresenting
Heart of Anerica Northwest.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay, thanks.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: He's representing

t he projector.
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THE FACI LI TATOR: Go ahead.

MR GERRY POLLET: Hanford has a
number of facilities in the 300-Area which are under
consideration for ancillary use in support of FFTF
m ssions. A nunber of those facilities under
consideration, in the event of earthquake, design
basis security threat —in other words, sabotage,
and the exact sabotage threat is classified —but
in the event of what is considered the realistic
sabotage threat, or in the event of fire caused by a
hydrogen burn fromthe rel ease of hydrogen from
wastes stored or spread throughout 3-24, 3-25, 3-08,
and 3-27 buildings at Hanford, there would be a
rel ease of radiation that is estinmated between 50
and 90 rem Now let's think about what does that
mean, 50 to 90 renf

The Departnent of Energy calls it
within risk guidelines if unlikely accidents, which
have a 1/ 100 chance of occurring every year, expose
menbers of the public to 25 rem At 90 rem you
woul d expect to see serious injury fromradiation,
and crises to the gastrointestinal tract and to the
bone marrow.

These are areas that are now publicly

accept- —publicly accessible, and therefore, under
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NRC rul es, the dose cal cul ati on woul d have to be
made as if the people exposed are the public.
Because in fact, that's who woul d be exposed. And
the sane is true right around the FFTF reactor. But
under DOE gui delines —agquidelines, mnd you, not
regul ati ons, guidelines —DOE does the cal cul ations
based on a hypothetical individual who is not the
public on site, but someone 8.7 kiloneters away from
t he reactor.

DCE assumes that it can calculate an
al l owabl e dose and say that we're within risk
gui del i nes by naking an untested assunption that we
evacuate the public within two hours. There is no
evacuation plan to do that. There's no facility or
ability to do that. [It's just an untested
assunpti on.

Al'l of this needs to be reviewed in a
site-specific environnental inpact statenent, after
you do your programmatic environnental inpact
statenent. And only after that, if you then said
that you chose to exami ne further the FFTF reactor,
and you' d have to consider all the ancillary
facilities and their safety inpacts and the
curul ative inpact of adding another mission to them

including those facilities in the 300-Area.
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And you nust consider, not just the
reasonabl e alternative of independent nuclear safety
regul ation, you nust al so consider the full scope of
safety issues —evacuati on, doses, calcul ations,

f oreseeabl e acci dents —and you cannot rely, under
NEPA, on a two- or three-decade-old safety anal ysis
report that no one in the public has ever revi ewed.

The Secretary of Energy in Decenber
1996 nade a conmtnent. Cot the news release from
Decenber 20th, 1996, right here:

"' Thi s deci sion noves the Depart nent
a step closer to fulfilling the commtnent made in
the strategic plan to no longer regulate itself in
the area of nuclear safety,' said Secretary O Leary.
"I ndependent safety regulation will provide a safer
and heal thier environnent for our workers throughout
t he conplex and the public around our sites.'"

Your boss and bosses have decided to
renege on that commtnent. But under NEPA, that
must be fully expl ored, because we have a right to
know what the difference is in ternms of the
envi ronnment al inpacts, and your bosses have to nake
this decision with full know edge of those inpacts
and the differences between external regulation and
continued self-regulation, which is no regulation at

al | .
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The Departnent of Energy, in |ooking
at a new docunent | hadn't seen before tonight,
admts that there were twenty-five accidents at FFTF
from 1985 t hrough 1988, that were serious events,
where the cause of the events were, quote, "the
procedure was intentionally not used,” unquote. A
| ar ge nunber where the probl emwas not anti ci pated.
These include significant power transients. |t
i ncluded a severe power plant transient when
lightning struck the reactor. Safety is not
sonmet hing you can | eave out of this EIS. It's not
sonet hing you can rush through and get done in three
or four nonths. And it has to be fully subject to
public review.

It is not sufficient, under the
Nat i onal Environnmental Policy Act, for you to say,
"We're just going to use the safety analysis report
we did behind closed doors twenty years ago," a
safety analysis report which the National Research
Counci | said, "Severe accidents in FFTF have not
been assessed using state-of-the-art nethods
devel oped since the reactor began operation," that
was in 1988, proceeded to update it as you shut —

went to shut it down.
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But there's no neani ngful evacuation
plan. You don't neet the guidelines for the public
to be kept away fromthe reactor, for |icensing.
The ancillary facilities are of particul ar concern.

We need to disclose what is the
addi tional inpact of using facilities that are out
of conpliance and that the Departnent of Energy
admts it is failing to request funding for to clean
up, as required by both DNFSB requirenments, Hanford
cl eanup agreenent requirenents, Federal Resource
Conservati on Recovery Act requirenments, and even a
consent order under RCRA

THE FACI LI TATOR: One minute.

MR. CERRY PCLLET: Those facilities
are extrenmely dangerous. They're within 2,000 feet
of the Colunbia River. There are public schools
within two mles of them And in the event of
clearly potential accidents, already those
facilities cause doses to the public of incredible
harm far greater doses than were neasured fromthe
neutrons outside the main gate of the Tokainmura
facility —far greater doses postulated. And this
is accepting the Departnment of Energy's analysis in
its risk data sheets to support its budget

cal cul ations, so —
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THE FACI LI TATOR  Ten m nutes.

MR. GERRY POLLET: The last string
here is —the next thing that needs to be anal yzed
in a site-specific EISis, "Ckay, what facilities
will we use? Wiat are the safety risks?"

If we use any of themto fabricate
fuel or targets back and forth, what did it used to
take to nove an unirradi ated fuel fromthe 300-Area
to the reactor? It took an arnored helicopter
over head, arnored personnel carriers with
rocket - propel | ed grenade | aunchers. This area is
now open to public access. | don't know how you're
going to do openness, but you have to consider it.

| f you use plutoniumfuel from Japan,
the last point here is —

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

MR. GERRY POLLET: This city, the
city of Portland, the port of Portland, the city of
Seattle and the port of Seattle, have all gone on
record saying you can't —"We will take you to
court if you discuss inporting spent nuclear fuel
t hrough inland waters w thout an environnent al
i npact statenent.” The inport of the plutonium fuel
from Germany, which is highly enriched pl utonium
fuel, poses unique safety hazards that have never

been assessed —
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THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, Cerry, we
have to wap up

MR. GERRY POLLET: —needs to be
assessed in an environnmental inpact statenment. And
there will be a court challenge if that is not
i ndependent|ly assessed.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

MR DIRK DUNNFING | think | may have
to —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yeah, cone on up
You need help with your —

MR DIRK DUNNING No, |I'mfine.

STATEMENT OF DI RK DUNNI NG

MR. DIRK DUNNI NG Good evening; it's
not good norning yet, but we're close. I'mDrk
Dunni ng, and |I' m speaki ng toni ght just sinply on
behal f of nysel f.

Once upon a tine —all good fairy
tales should start that way —a hundred centuries
ago, the ancestors of the Yakim, the Umatilla, and
the Nez Perce were around when the floods scoured
eastern Washi ngton. They renenber and tell tales of
nmoving to the high ground. They renenber a hundred

centuries ago.
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Ei ght centuries ago, ny famly got
its name and |ikeness on coins in Ireland and
northern Scotland. Three and a half centuries ago,
one of ny forefathers, Theophilus, set foot for the
first tinme on Anerican soil —not then Anmerican
soi|l, obviously. About a century ago, ny nore
i medi ate forefathers cane to Washington State, to
the Ell ensburg Valley, to honestead and rai se sheep.
Hal f a century ago, ny uncle was the nunber six
enpl oyee at the Hanford Nucl ear Reservation. He was
the mllwight foreman for the first crew from Du
Pont .

Today | am hel ping, along with a | ot
of others, trying to figure out what to do to cl ean
up the ness that was created a half a century ago.

One thousand centuries fromnow, the
fuel that is produced as spent fuel fromthis
reactor will remain lethal. One thousand centuries.
That's m nd-nunbi ng; | don't know how you deal with
sonething |like that. Even many hundreds of
centuries fromnow, the fuel that cones out of FFTF
wi |l have a pl utonium conposition which can be used
for weapons. It doesn't matter what the m x of fuel
conposition is. Wth plutonium any of it can be

used for weapons. There's problens, when you | ook
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in those tinme scales, that are hunbling.

| think all of us have great synpathy
and conpassi on for people who are dying of cancer or
ill with cancer, and we would like to do everything
we can to help them There are other ways.

| had arthritis for a quarter of a
century —debilitating, incurable, can never go into
rem ssion. Two years ago | put it into permanent
remssion; it will not return. It wasn't using
mai nstream nedi cine, it wasn't using anything that a
| ot of people would be confortable with. | did it
with my own mnd. That's not to say everyone can do
that, it's not to say all things can do that. But
there are other answers.

Hanford is a ness. | was the guy who
found the problem at K-Basins, where plutonium was
separating fromuraniumand show ng up in
concentrations that were rather surprising, in odd
pl aces. Today there is 2100 netric tons of uranium
fuel in the K-Basins, 2350 tons when you include
cl adding. That fuel is euphem stically described by
DCE as "damaged"; it would be nore proper to call it
"rotting." The risks at the basins are m nd-

numnbi ng.
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But they're beyond desi gn basis,
because the design basis says that an earthquake
can't happen there that's big enough to cause the
kind of problemthat | fear. By one percent in
energy, they are considered not credible. By one
percent. The difference of that one percent takes
the risk frombeing a noderate risk to being the
risk of losing agriculture in eastern Washi ngton
state and eastern Oregon for five centuries.

Now we're tal king about fifteen tons
of fuel added. This fuel has 20 percent pl utonium
content, estimated. There is no honme for it. The
proposed repository at Yucca Muntain has no
capacity —none; it is all consuned. As a matter
of fact, it's consuned to the tune of about 200
percent, because there were supposed to be two
repositories, one in the Wst, one in the East.
Only the Western repository has even been studied,
and it looks likely it will never be sited. And yet
this fuel has no hone, and is a proliferation risk.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

MR. DIRK DUNNING Once upon a tine.
Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR.  Thank you. Thank
you. Do you have a hard copy of yours? kay,

t hanks. G eat.
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Addi ti onal comments here? | don't
see any additional.

Thank you for comng. This neeting
is adjourned. And thank you for your patience and

excel l ent comments. Thank you.

(Wher eupon, at 11:30 p.m the neeting was concl uded)
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